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LONDON, NOVEMBER 20, 1869. 
———_——_ 

IN ALL PROBABILITY when Lord Dufferin accepted 
office as Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster nothing 
was further from his mind than that he should ever be 
obliged to sit in judgment on appeals from the decision of 
the Vice-Chancellor. By the Act of 1854 the powers of 
the Court of Appeal are exercisable by the Lords Jus- 
tices, or by the Chancellor of the Duchy sitting either 
alone or jointly with either or both of the Lords Justices. 
The decisions of Vice-Chancellors James and Wickens 
have been found so good that scarcely any have been ap- 
pealed of late. At length, however, an appeal from 
Vice-Chancellor Wickens came on for hearing last week, 
and there being, thanks to the economical policy of the 
Government, only one Lord Justice, the appeal must have 
gone unheard had not Lord Dufferin submitted to come 
and play dummy to Lord Justice Giffard. Not possessing 
a wig, his Lordship sat wigless, robed in his academic 
gown, and entertained himself as best he could while 
Lord Justice Giffard disposed of the case. The Chancellor 
must have found the novel occupation rather tedious, in- 
asmuch as the case occupied two days. This incident 
serves ‘to illustrate the amount gained by the public 
through the persistence of the Government in not filling 
up the vacancy in the Lords Justices’ Court. If, as 
people suppose, the Chancellor of the Exchequer is to be 
credited with this piece of economy, it would serve him 
right if he were made to sit daily in the court which 
bears his name and listen to arguments of the driest 
possible law. If Mr. Lowe had been in Lord Dufferin’s 
place, he would probably have insisted on giving an 
original judgment. What is the precise object of the 
Government in declining to fill up the vacancy in the 
Lords Justices’ Court we do not profess to understand, 
unless it be a general repugnance, partaking of the na- 
ture of monomania, to the elevation of any person what- 
ever to the bench. 

It has, we understand, been now announced that the 
vacancy in the Scotch Court of Session, occasioned by 
the death of Lord Manor, is not to be filled up. Yet the 
late judge left a long cause list undisposed of, and the 
business of the court is falling rapidly into arrear, 
simply because the judges, already very hard worked, 
cannot cope with an extra burden. 

We hear also that in Dublin serious inconvenience is 
experienced by suitors, in consequence of the delay in 
appointing a successor to the late Master of the Rolls. 














WE LATELY COMMENTED on a notable scheme of 
Chancery retrenchment, which in effect consisted in re- 
ducing the number of equity judges of first instance to 
three by converting the Master of the Rolls into an ap- 
pellate judge,,without appointing any other person to 
supply his place as a judge of first instance. Had the 
contrivers of this plan ever considered what would be the 
result of their scheme being carried into effect, except 
from an £ s. d. point of view ? After all that a power- 
ful contemporary has said about the powers of primary 
jurisdiction being in excess of the requirements of the 
public, the fact remains that there is a certain amount 
of business to be done every year, and a certain number 


of days for it to be done in. We find that last year the 
Master of the Rolls sat 151 days, and the three Vice- 
Chancellors 502 days, or an average of 167 days each; 
the difference being chiefly accounted for by the sittings 
of the Master of the Rolls on the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Council. If the court over which the Master 
of the Rolls now presides be suppressed, the work 
now done in that court will be distributed among the 
three Vice-Chancellors, and in order to dispose of it, as- 
suming them to dispose of it with the same rapidity as his 
Lordship now does, they must sit an average of fifty 
days each additional, or 217 daysin all, We presume 
that even the writer in the Zimes will not expect a judge 
to sit longer than from ten to three or four daily, besides 
attendance at chambers. They must, therefore, sit about 
217 days a-piece in order to get through their business; 
for it is to be supposed that one of the requirements of 
the public is that arrears shall not be suffered to ac- 
cumulate. 





THE CourT OF ComMON PLEAS has commenced hear- 
ing the appeals from revising barristers, which are few 
in number this year. There were two appeals entered 
which related to the lodger franchise, but these have un- 
fortunately keen both withdrawn, and, therefore, there 
will be no decision of the Court this year upon any of 
the questions which have troubled the revising barristers 
in reference to that franchise. The first case heard by 
the Court was an appeal from a decision of the revising 
barrister for Bradford, who had held that a householder 
was disqualified from being registered under the Act of 
1867, by the fact of his taking in a lodger who besides 
occupying a bedroom was allowed to use a sitting room 
jointly with the rest of the household. This decision was 
based upon the assumption that, under these circum- 
stances, the householder was only a joint occupier of 
his house, and as such not qualified under the 
recent Act. Of course, if this had been eo, it 
would have taken the franchise from a very large 
proportion of those who were supposed to have been en- 
franchised, and it would have been somewhat remarkable, 
if there had been anything in the point, that it should 
not have been discovered at the first registration under 
the Act. Of course, however, the Court had little diffi- 
culty in coming to the conclusion that the lodger and 
the householder could not be considered as joint occupiers, 
and, therefore, reversed the decision. The next case re- 
lated to the occupiers of chambers in the Temple. It 
will be remembered that it was held last year that the 
occupier,of one room, as under-tenant, couid not be re- 
gistered in respect of a “house.” Upon the strength 
of this decision, the revising barrister in the present year 
held that those barristers who rented from the Inn a set 
of chambers, but who underlet one or more rooms, could 
not be registered in respect of a house unless they had 
expressly reserved power to enter the rooms of their 
under-tenants whenever they pleased. This decision 
created considerable surprise at the time,and has now been 
reversed. It was founded upon the assumption, in the 
first place, that a constructive occupation was out of the 
question, so that the voter could only rely on his 
occupation of that part of his chambers, which he 
did not underlet, and secondly on {a sort of algebraical 
proposition that a house, minus part of a house, could 
not be a whole house. The Court did not seem quite to 
agree with the latter proposition ; but they decided the 
case on the ground that constructive occupation of part 
of the qualifying premises with actual occupation of the 
residue was sufficient. Perhaps the point most worthy 
of notice was the emphasis with which the Court ex- 
plained their decision of last year as deciding merely 
that the under-tenants were not qualified for a ‘‘ house.” 
We pointed out last year that the qualification, if one at 
all, was in respect of “ another building ” ejusdem generis 
with shop or counting house, each of which terms evi- 





dently relate to something which is part of another larger 
edifice ; so that, in considering what constitutes such 
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“other building,” the question of structural severance, 
which is of importance in the case of a house, becomes 
immaterial. Probably the Chief Justice, and Mr. Justice 
Willes, in the remarks they made on the the decision of 
last year, meant to intimate that it was no authority 
upon this further question, as certainly will be seen to 
be the case when the qualification of the claimant there 
as entered on the list is referred to. 





Ir IS A WELL ESTABLISHED RULE of evidence that 
when a document is in the hands of the adversary who 
withholds it at the trial, secondary evidence of its con- 
tents will be admitted, if notice to produce the original 
has been duly given. ‘* In the application of this rule no 
distinction is recognised between civil and criminal 
cases” (Taylor on Evidence, vol. 1 p. 433, 5th ed.). 
There is an exception to the rule, if from the nature of 
the action or indictment “ the defendant must know that 
he will be charged with the possession of an instrument, 
and will be called upon to produce it.” (Taylor on Evi- 
dence, vol. 1 p. 442, 5th ed.) In such cases secondary 
evidence of the contents of the document is admissible 
without giving notice to produce. This exception has 
been recognised in actions of trover for written instru- 
ments, prosecutions for stealing documents, and in similar 
cases, It has, however, been held that this exception does 
not apply to a prosecution for forgery of adeed. (Reg. v. 
Homarth, 4 C. & P. 254.) 

The Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases Re- 
served in Ireland decided last Saturday that, on an in- 
dictment for forging and uttering a bank-note, secondary 
evidence of the note, which had been returned to the 
prisoner before the commencement of the prosecution, 
was not admissible, as notice to produce had not been 
given to the prisoner. This decision follows feg. v. 


Howarth, but it is of importance, as it tends to shake the 
authority upon which the exception to the general rule 
requiring notice to produce is based. 

It is difficult to reconcile Reg. v. Howarthand Reg. ¥. 


Fitzsimmons with other cases, where it has been held that 
notice to produce is unnecessary “ when the instrument 
itself is the subject of the charge against the prisoner ” 
(Reg v. Brennan, 3 Craw. & D.109). The cases that 
have thus decided are not of great weight, and their 
authority is necessarily much weakened by the decision 
in Reg. v. Fitzsimmons, and at present the very existence 
of the supposed exception to the general rule is therefore 
somewhat doubtful. 


THE LETTER OF “H. R.” in ourcolumns of this week 
deserves a short notice. “H.R.” recounts a somewhat 
singular occurrence as having lately happened at Newing- 
ton. A man bought an estate in that parish twenty 
years ago, and possessed it in peace until about two years 
from this date, when he was disagreeably astonished 
by learning that some one claiming a title to the 
property had distrained on his tenants for rent, and 
seized a certain amount of furniture, &c. He replevied 
in the county court, and his tenants got back their goods. 
When the action of ejectment, which he was under 
obligation to bring to try the legal right to the property, 
came to a trial, the defendant, the distrainor, put in no 
appearance, and suffered judgment by default. Being 
subséquently brought before the Court for non-payment 
of the costs awarded, this adverse claimant proved to be 
a very poor old woman, lately an inmate of the union 
workhouse, who could say no more than that she 
was sure the property was hers. The possessor 
naturally anticipated no further annoyance in the mat- 
ter, but last week was again most unpleasantly dis- 
ubused by another distress put in by the same claimant. 

This is “ H. R.’s” story, upon which he argues that the 
present law of distress should be abolished, and the land- 
lord left to his action. His argument is, that since anyone 
may distrain upon anyone else (which is true), any pauper 
isay put any householder to endless expense by distrain- 
ing without the shadow of a claim, and the wrongdoer 








being a pauper, the landlord can have no redress. Se- 
condly, he says, any thief may come with a sham distresg 
warrant and rifle your house of its contents. 

Now, the case narrated by “H. R.” is, if accurately 
stated by him, an unfortunate one. We are glad also to 
say that it is a very uncommon one. It is perfectly true 
that you have only to find a broker willing to act and to 
deliver him a distress warrant, in order, without having 
the shadow of a title, to distrain upon any house you 
please ; exempli gratid—a crossing-sweeper might, in 
that way, put a distress into Mr. Disraeli’s house, and 
though Mr. Disraeli would, of course, would get back his 
goods, he would be put to great inconvenienee, and 
would get nothing out of the crossing-sweeper. But 
‘*H. R.” forgets that the broker is a trespasser as well ag 
his principal. He may either be sued alone or joined 
with the person for whom he acted. A plaintiff usually 
assumes that the broker is less solvent than his principal 
(besides the fact that the broker is almost sure to have 
been the least in fault); but there is no reason whatever 
why he should not sue the broker for damages, leaving 
the latter to his own remedy over against the person 
who instructed him to distrain. This consideration 
renders nugatory “H. R.’s ” corollary, besides rendering 
such instances extremely rare through the brokers being: 
put upon their guard. 

As to “H. R.’s” second argument, that a gang of 
thieves might come with a sham distress warrant and sack 
the house of any one of us—it is entirely worthless, for 
the simplereason that it applies to every compulsory pro- 
cess of our law. The same may be said of all sorts of 
warrants. A knot of thieves might dress up as police- 
men, and enter any house with a pretended search 
warrant (indeed, it is on record that some daring thieves 
actually carried a man in this way before a magistrate, 
and eventually left him, after despoiling him of his 
watch and so forth); but I am not on that account justi- 
fied in arguing that all policemen should be repealed, 
disendowed, and disestablished. 





THE CONFUSION created by sections 7 and 10 of the 
County Courts Act 1867, was again exemplified at the 
Lambeth County Court a few days ago. An attorney 
applied to the Court in terms of section 7 to have a day 
fixed for the trial of a cause remitted from the Queen’s. 
Bench. On referring to the section the judge said it. 
was necessary that the writ should be endorsed for a sum 
of £50 or less to enable him to try the cause. There. 
was no sum endorsed on the writ; but the particulars of 
demand disclosed a claim for £100 which took away his. 
power. If the action had been one of tort for any 
amount, or however complicated, he could try it under- 
section 10—but the Legislature had, by section 7, de- 
clared him incompetent to try a case of simple contract 
if more than £50 was claimed. As this case at present 
stood, the only court competent to try it was the Queen’s. 
Bench. The absurdity pointed out by the learned judge: 
was shortly afterwards illustrated by his fixing a day, in 
compliance with an application under section 10, for 
trying a running-down case from the Common Pleas, in 
which the claim was £300. 





Last SATURDAY THE CouRT for the consideration of. 
Crown Cases Reserved decided a point of some impor-- 
tance as tothe meaning of the word “forge” in the 
criminal law. The prisoner owned certain land, and he 
gave an equitable mortgage of it to the prosecutor. He 
afterwards became insolvent, and executed a deed under 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, conveying all his property, 
real and personal, to a trustee for his creditors, Sub- 
sequently he joined with the trustee in the execution of 
a deed conveying the legal estate of the land to the pro- 
secutor. A little later he executed a deed which pur- 
ported to grant a long lease of the land to his son. 
This deed purported to bear date before the execution of 
either of the before-mentioned deeds, The prisoner was 
indicted for forging under 24 & 25 Vict. c, 98,8, 20, which 
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contains no definition of forgery. The jury found in 
effect that the deed was knowingly antedated with a 
fraudulent intent to cheat the prosecutor. It was argued 
for the prisoner that no forgery had been committed, as 
the deed was really executed by the persons by whom it 
purported to be executed, and that the mere false state- 
ment of the date could not constitute forgery. There 
wasnomodern decision upon the point, although someof the 
modern text writers seem to include such a case within 
their definitions of forgery. The Court held that the 
offence was forgery ; but they pointed out that a false 
statement in an instrument, although fraudulently in- 
serted, does not necessarily amount toa forgery, but if 
the instrument itself is false—that is, if it purports to 
be that what it is not—then the maxing of it may be 
aforgery. Here the date was the very essence of the 
deed, and it was proved that the date was fraudulently 
inserted, the crime of forgery was therefore committed, 
as the deed was undoubtedly a false deed, and not 
merely a deed containing a false statement. 





THE FATE THIS WEEK of a petition to wind up a 
concern called Spence’s Patent Non-conducting Compo- 
sition Company deserves a note. The petition was a 
shareholders’ petition, and the Master of the Rolls, in 
whose court it was filed, did not consider that the pe- 
titioning shareholders had made out a case for winding 
up. There appeared, however, in support of the peti- 
tion, an unpaid creditor. Now, an unpaid creditor who 
has an unsatisfied judgment, or who has made the formal 
demand mentioned in section 60 of the Companies Act, 
1862, has a right, almost if not quite ex debito justitia, 
toa winding-up order on his own petition. The Master of 
the Rolls in this case doubted whether he ought not to 
make the winding-up order and give the carriage to the 
creditor in question. He decided on not doing so, be- 
cause he thought it not fair to the company to turn a 
shareholders’ petition into a creditors’ petition on so 
short a notice, the respondents, of course, having come 
into court prepared to meet only the former. The peti- 
tion was therefore dismissed with costs, with, of course, 
the result that the creditor who had appeared had to 
pay his own costs of so doing. Had he petitioned him- 
self he would in all probability have obtained his order. 





Mr. S. GROVE GRADY, the newly-appointed Reader of 
Hindu, Mahommedan, and Indian Laws to the Inns of 
Court, delivered, on Saturday last, his first inaugural 
lecture, in the Middle Temple Hall. An outline of it 
will be found in another column. 





THE OPERATION OF THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1869, 
ON VOLUNTARY AND OTHER SETTLEMENTS. 
No. I. 


The object of the following remarks is to discuss the 
alterations in the law relating to voluntary and other 
settlements by the 91st section of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869, which Act comes into operation on the Ist of 
January, 1870. This section is as follows :— 


‘* Any settlement of property made by a trader not being 
a settlement made before and in consideration of marriage, 
or made in favour of a purchaser or incumbrancer in good 
faith and for valuable consideration, or a settlement made on 
or for the wife or children of the settlor of property which 
has accrued to the settlor after marriage in right of his wife 
shall, if the settlor becomes bankrupt within two years 
after the date of such settlement, be void as against the 
trustee of the bankrupt appointed under this Act, and shall 
if the settlor becomes bankrupt at any subsequent time 
within ten years after the date of such settlement, unless the 
parties claiming under such settlement can prove that the 
settlor was, at the time of making the settlement, able to pa: 
all his debts without the aid of the property comprised in suc 
settlement, be void against such trustee. Any covenantorcon- 
tract made by a trader iu consideration of marriage for the 
future settlement upon, or for his wife or children of any 
Money or property wherein he had not at the date of his 


marriage, any estate or interest, whether vested, revested, or 
contingent, in possession or remainder, and not being money 
or property of or in right of his wife shall upon his becom- 
ing bankrupt before such property or money has been 
actually transferred or paid pursuant to such contract or 
covenant be void against his trustee appointed under this 
Act. ‘‘Settlement” shall for the purposes of this section 
include any conveyance or transfer of property.” 

In order to ascertain the scope of this section it will 
be desirable to consider first, in accordance with the 
well-known canon of interpretation, the old law, and the 
mischief, and then the remedy. It will beobserved then 
that the section applies only totwo classes of settlements, 
—first, and chiefly, to voluntary settlements; and, 
secondly, to ante-nuptial settlements, so far as they con- 
sist of covenants for the future settlement upon and for 
wife and children of any money or property not being 
money or property of or in right of his wife, wherein 
the settlor had not at the date of his marriage any 
estate or interest, whether vested orcontingent. Again, it 
must be noticed that the section applies only to settle- 
ments by traders within the meaning of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1869, as set forth in the first schedule thereto. 

The old law with respect to a covenant or contract in 
an ante-nuptial settlement, by the husband, to settle 
future property, is briefly this:—if the husband cove- 
nants to pay to the trustees a certain sum of money, to 
be held by them upon trusts for his wife and family 
and afterwards becomes bankrupt, the trustees can prove 
under the bankruptcy for the full amount, if payable on 
demand, or the actual value for the time being, if pay- 
able at any fixed future period. If the husband cove- 
nants to settle property which he may subsequently ac- 
quire, then, if the covenant refers to specific property, 
or if property is acquired with the intention of satisfy- 
ing the covenant, a lien on such property is created by 
the covenant ; but, under any other circumstances, in 
the case of the bankruptcy of the husband before fhe 
satisfaction of the covenant the trustees are only en- 
titled to come in as creditors under the bankruptcy. 

The old law with respect to voluntary settlements is de- 
ducible from the two well-known statutes, the 13 of Eliz. c. 
5,and the 27 of Eliz.c.4, with themany cazes that have been 
decidedthereon. Thatlaw may be briefly stated thus: —Any 
voluntary settlement of real property is void under the latter 
of the two statutes against a subsequent purchaser for 
value, whether such purchaser had or had not notice of 
the existence of the settlement at the time of the pur- 
chase ; every voluntary settlement of any species of 
property is void under the former of the two statutes 
if “contrived to delay, hinder, or defraud creditors and 
others.” The construction placed upon that statute is, 
that if prior creditors can prove that their remedies were, 
as events happened, delayed or hindered by the post- 
nuptial settlement, they can upset it; that when a 
settlement is upset, subsequent creditors come in pari 
passt with prior creditors ; and that a subsequent cre- 
ditor can file a bill to upset a settlement when any prior 
debt remains unpaid. Whether a subsequent creditor 
has any equity to file a bill to upset a settlement under 
the 13 of Eliz. c. 5, whether any prior debts remain un- 
paid or not, or when there were no prior debts at all is 
still unsettled ; but the writer of a recent treatise on the 
subject appears to think that under certain circumstances 
he can. 

Such being the old law, what was the mischief ? A very 
considerable one. A man was able by covenanting in an 
ante-nuptial settlement to pay a sum of money after 
the marriage to the trustees of the settlement, or to put 
property of a specified value into settlement, to enable 
the trustees to prove under his bankruptcy in the event 
of his becoming bankrupt, and thus to defraud his cre- 
ditors and indirectly to secure a provision for himself out 
of his own property. Again, it is not too much to say 
that a vast amount of injustice, nay, more uf rascality, 
has been perpetrated by means of post-nuptial settle- 





ments, and this is especially true in the commercial 
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wend. “When aman realises any money by ‘legitimate } 
trading or speculation, or obtains any property by gifé | 
or inheritance, he often, by means of a post-nuptial 
settlement, settles it upon his wife and family. Al- 
though, in the eye of the law, it ceases to be his, yet he 
continues to obtain credit upon the strength of it, even if 
he does not actually employ itin his business; but when 
he becomes bankrupt, in all probability his creditors can- 
not touch it. Of course, it is open to them to upset the 
settlement under the 13 of Eliz. c. 5, but then upon 
them rests the burden of proving that the settlement 
was contrived to “‘delay, hinder, or defraud” them. If 
they can show that the settler was insoivent at the 
time he executed the settlement or rendered himself in- 
solvent thereby, the proof is easy; but if they cannot the 
proof is so difficult that it is often treated as impossible. 

At last, matters arrived at such a crisis, and the de- 
mand for an alteration in the law became so imperative, 
that the Legislature took the matter up ; but, instead of 
bringing in a short Act to remedy the mischief, they, 
with that piecemeal legislation that is so objectionable, 
inserted a clause in the Bankruptcy Act of last session, 
and that clause has now to be considered. 

In the first place, the clause applies only, as before 
stated, to settlements executed by ‘‘ traders” within the 
meaning of the Act. Traders are defined by the first 
schedule thereto as follows:— 

**Alum makers, apothecaries, auctioneers, bankers, 
bleachers, brokers, brickmakers, builders, calenderers, 
carpenters, carriers, cattle or sheep salesmen, coach pro- 
prietors, cowkeepers, dyers, fullers, keepers of inn taverns, 
hotels, or coffee houses, lime burners, livery stable keepers, 
market gardeners, millers, packers, printers, sharebrokers, 
shipowners, shipwrights, stockbrokers, stockjobbers, 
victuallers, warehousemen, wharfingers, persons using the 
trade or profession ofa scrivener receiving other men’s money 
or estates into their trust or custody, persons insuring ships 
or their freight, or other matters against perils of the sea, 
persons using the trade of merchandise by way of bargaining, 
exchange, bartering, commission, consignment, or other- 
wise, in gross or by Tetail, and persons who either for them- 
selves or as agents or factors for others seck their living by 
buying or calle, or buying and letting for hire, goods or 
commodities, or by workmanship or the conversion of goods 
or commodities, but a farmer, grazier, common labourer, or 
workman for hire shall not nor shall a member of any part- 
nership, association, or company which cannot be adjudged 
bankrupt under this Act be deemed as such a trader for the 
purposes of this Act.” 


So that settlements made by barristers, solicitors, phy- 
sicians, clergymen, and persons not engaged in any trade 
or profession, do not fall within the scope of this section, 
and will continue to be governed by the old law. Why 
there should be one law governing the settlements of 
traders and another governing those of non-traders it is 
impossible to see. The distinction, such as it is, was 
not in the bill originally, was not in the amendment 
proposed and carried by Mr. Rathbone, but was intro- 
duced into the measure by the House of Lerds. When 
further legislation comes—and it probably will come 
upon this subject—this distinction ought certainly to be 
abolished. 


(To be continued.) 





RECFNT “DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
PESALTY—MORTGAGE TO BUILDING Socigry. 
Mattersony. Elderfleld, L.C., 17 W. R. 422. 

The Court of Equity never enforces a penalty or for- 
feiture (Story, s. 1219), and the Court relieves against 
almost all penalties except statutory ones, but it will 
not relieve unless it can put the other party into as 
good a condition as if there had been no breach made 
(Iiose ¥. Foxe, 1 Amb. 331), 1 is often a difficult ques- 
ticn to determine what is a penalty aud what is not, so 


' constantly arising. 


Noy. 20, } Se 
stipulation falls ; and no rigid deheliion can be tail 
down which should meet the innumerable cases 
As Lord Macclesfield put it in 
the leading case of Peachy v. Duke of Somerset (1 Stra, 
447, 2 Wh. & Tu. L. C.), the true foundation of the 
equitable jurisdiction to relieve is from the original in- 
tent of the case, and when the Court can give a party, 
by way of recompense, all that he expected or desired. In 
most of the doubtful cases an effective test is—was that 
against which relief is asked imposed for securing the 
performance of an agreement to do a certain act, or was 
it suipulated for as the price for doing, or refraining from 
doing, acertain act (Wh. & Tu. L. C., wbi sup.) 2? This 
is what is meant by distinguishing cases as cases of 
penalty or of mere contract, an expression which some- 
times puzzles the student, who wonders how such a dis- 
tinction can be drawn, seeing that in every case a con- 
tract is invoived—even in the simplest case of a bond 
with penal sum, 

If a creditor agrees to take less than his debt, provided 
such reduced sum be paid by a certain day, and the 
debtor makes default on that day, the Court will not re- 
lieve him against the consequences of being remitted 
back to his original debt (Hx parte Bennet, 2 Atk. 527). 
But where the stipulation has been for a mortgage to 
secure the lesser sum, a very difficult question 
may arise as to the consequences of the ordinary 
default in discharging the mortgage money on the day 
named in the mortgage deed. This very question 
arose in Thompson v. Hudson (15 W. R. 697, L. R. 3 Ch. 
255) ; and unfortunately, in consequence, perhaps, of the 
complication of the facts, the Court of Appeal differed 
upon the essential question in the case, In that case 
there was an agreement to provide, partly by cash pay- 
ment and partly by mortgage, a certain sum less than 
the debt, upon which the creditor was to execute a release 
for the whole amount; but if the debtor failed to perform 
the agreement the creditor was to be remitted to his 
original right. The payments were made and the mort- 
gage executed, but the mortgage-deed contained a stipula- 
tion that if the mortgage-money were not paid on the day 
named in the deed the creditor should revert to his 
original debt. The mortgage-money was not paid on the 
day specified in the deed, and the question arose, was the 
smaller or the larger sum now recoverable by the creditor. 
The Master of the Rolls held the smaller, regarding the 
transaction as a mortgage to secure a certain sum, with 
a stipulation that, on default, a larger sum should be re- 
coverable. On that construction such a stipulation 
would, of course, be penal. Lord Chelmsford affirmed the 
Master of the Rolls, but on another ground; he held that 
the stipulation in the mortgage-deed reviving the 
original debt was «ltra the original agreem unt, which 
itself was indisputably legitimate and equi «ble. But 
Lord Justice Turner thought that the larger sum was 
recoverable by the creditor, considering the case as of one 
entire agreement. That is no doubt the real ques- 
tion in the case—was or was not the stipulation in- 
serted in the mortgage deed to be considered 
part of the original agreement, for if it had been 
expressly stated in the original agreement that on default 
of mortgage-money on the day named in the deed the 
original debt should be recoverable such a stipulation 
would have been undoubtedly valid in equity. 

A similar question of construction has sometimes 
arisen in the case of mortgages made by members of 
building societies. The terms exacted by these societies 
of their borrowing members are generally very hard; 
hence the numerous instances in which relief has been 
sought by mortgagors, as against a penalty. Generally, 
however, it turns out that the case is not one of penalty, 
but of a mere stipulation, against which no relief can 
be had. 

In Parker vy. Butcher (L. R. 3. Eq, 762, 16 W. R, Che 
Dig. 22) the rules imposed a fine at the rate of one 
shilling per pound per month, on default in paying the 
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and interest were to be discharged; and the Master of the | 
Rolls held that these fines were not within the equitable 
doctrine of relief against penalties, and refused toallow the 
mortgagor to redeem without paying them; he would 
not, however, allow them to bear interest, holding that 
that would be to give compound interest. In the pre- 
sent case the rules provided that a member re- 
deeming his mortgage beforehand should be al- 
lowed a rebate upon the future instalments which he 
thus paid in advance, which, of course, heought to have, 
those instalments professedly including interest. The 
mortgage-deed, in pursuance of another rule, contained a 
power of sale exercisable on a certain default in paying 
the monthly instalments ; under this power the purchase- 
money was to be applied in payment of all the moneys 
due or to become due for subscriptions and fines, and no 
mention was made of any rebate. The assignees of a 
bankrupt mortgagor against whom this compulsory 
power of sale had been exercised claimed that in equity 
there ought to be a rebate, but Lord Hatherley, reversing 
Vice-Chancellor Giffard, held that as the rule gave none, 
the mortgagor, having contracted for none, could claim 
none, and that the case was not one of a penalty but of a 
plain contract against which equity could not relieve. 

There are three older cases—viz., Mosley v. Baker, 6 
Ha. 87; Fleming v. Self, 3 D. M. & G. 997 ; and Smith 
v. Pilkington, 1 D. F. & J. 135, which are usually cited 
in these cases. They are however scarcely relevant to the 
present case. 


THE ‘‘GARNISHEE CLAUSES” OF THE CoMMON LAW 
PROCEDURE ACT, 1854, INAPPLICABLE TO THE DEB- 
TOR’S EQUITABLE INTEREST. 


Horsley v. Cox, U.0., 17 W. R. 596. 


This is a decision which common law practitioners 
should note up against the Common Law Procedure Acts, 
deciding, as it does, once for all, that the Court of 
Equity will not assist a judgment-creditor to make 
available against an equitable interest belonging to his 
debtor. the “garnishee” clauses of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854. 

It is a rule of equity that where nothing but a legal 
obstacle of form prevents the recovery of a right, the 
Court of Equity will interfere at the instance of the 
person entitled, and, by setting aside the formal obstacle, 
assist him to obtain his right. The case where an out- 
standing term obstructed the creditor was once a familiar 
instance of this; but since the Act putting an end to 
unsatisfied terms, and since the Judgment-Creditor’s Acts 
(1 & 2 Vict. c. 110) and subsequently, this instance is 
rarer. Under the Judgment Acts the judgment is made a 
charge against equitable interest ; but an equitable in- 
terest in land cannot be reached by elegit, and so the 
Court of Equity will assist the judgment-creditor to 
make the debtor's equitable interest available for his 
judgment. It requires him, however, to pursue his 
remedy at law to the uttermost, before seeking the aid 
of Equity, even to the length of getting the sherifi’s 
return to his writ, though that return must to moral 
certainty be “nulla bona.”* In Thornton v. Finch (4 
Giff. 515), the debtor's interest was an equity of redemp- 
tion, and, the mortgagee being about to sell, a judg- 
ment-creditor obtained an injunction to restrain him 
from paying the surplus purchase-money to the mort- 
gagor. In Bennett v. Powell (3 W. R. 618, 3 Drew. 
326), a cestui que trust was entitled to a sum charged 
upon leaseholds, and Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, upon a 
bill filed by a creditor claiming under a county court 
judgment, ordered the trustees to pay the amount. 
(Harris v. Davison, 15 Sim, 628, and Gore v. Bowser, 3 
W. R, 430, cited in the principal case were similar in- 
stances. ) 

The “garnishee ” clauses of the Common Law Pro- 

* oy some notice of the sees under iin oatend and 
ill-drawn Acts, sce 13.8. J. SLL. 








“eedure Act, 1854 (17 & ‘18 Viet. c. 125, ss. 6(0—66), em- 
power the creditor who has obtained a judgment in any 
of the superior courts (which by the interpretation clanse 
are to mean the Courts of Common Law), to gxamine 
his debtor as to all moneys owing to the debtor, and 
afterwards obtain a garnishee order calling on the 
debtors’ debtor to show cause why he should not pay the 
judgment-creditor. 

In Horsley v. Cox these provisions were of no avail to 
the judgment-creditor, because the debtor had nothing but 
an interest as a cestui gue trust in the profits of a busi- 
ness. Lord Hatherley held that the garnishee clauses 
of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, were net 
within the doctrine of equitable aid above mentioned. 
He considered that their provisions pointed exclusivelv 
to common law remedies and proceedings, observing 
inter alia that money due from a trustee to a cestui que 
trust could not be considered a “debt” within the 
meaning of section 61, and that there was not, as in 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, any special clause 
applying the procedure to courts of equity. 





COMMON LAW. 
CoPYRIGHT. 
Ex parte Walker, Q. B., 17 W. R. 1018. 


Thiscase has decided several important questions relating 
to copyright. 25 & 26 Vict. c. 68, s. 1, creates a copyright 
in original paintings, drawings, and photographs. Sec- 
tion 4 requires the registration of a memorandum of 
every copyright, and of all subsequent assignments 
thereof, and no proprietor of a copyright is entitled to 
the benefit of the Act until such registration. 

By 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45, which is partially incorporated 
with 25 & 26 Vict. c. 68, certified copies of entries in 
the register are made primd facie evidence of the pro- 
prietorship of the registered owner, and_it is also provided 
that any person who may “deem himself aggrieved” by 
any entry in the register may apply to the Court to have 
such entry expunged or varied. 

The applicant in Lx parte Walker had been convicted 
of an infringement of Mr. Graves’ copyright (which 
was registered) in certain pictures. At the hearing of 
the case Mr. Graves’ ownership was proved by certified 
copies of the entries in the register. 

Walker subsequently applied to the Court to have 
these entries varied or expunged, on the ground that 
Mr. Graves’ title was not complete, and that, therefore, 
he ought not to remain on the register as the proprietor 
of the copyright in question. 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45, gives the 
right to make an application of this sort only to “a 
person aggrieved ” by any entry. 

The objections raised to Mr. Graves’ title were—first, 
that there could be no copyright in a photograph of a 
picture; secondly, that the original assignment ©. the 
copyright to Mr. Graves was not registered. Walkr> did 
not claim any interest in or title to the copyrig= in 
question. His complaint was that as he had been con- 
victed on the evidence of the entries, he was aggrieved 
by such entry if Mr. Graves was not entitled to be re- 
gistered as proprietor of the copyright. 

These points were decided against Walker, and the 
application was refused. It was held that there may 
be a vopyright in a photograph of a picture, also that the 
fact that there have been unregistered assignments of a 
copyright prior to its first registration does not invalidate 
such registration, as the statute only requires that all 
assignments subsequent to such registration shall be 
registered. 

This view of these points rendered it unnecessary to 
decide whether Walker was a “person aggrieved ” 
within the statute. All the judges, however, agreed that 
Walker was not a ‘ person aggrieved,” and the case is 
thus in effect as much an authority upon this as upon the 
other question, 

It seems very difficult to define what persons come 
within the description of “persons aggrieved” by an 








54 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Nov. 20,1569. | 








entry in the register. The judgment of Hannen, J., 
contains an explanation of the meaning of this expression, 
and this explanation seems to agree with the opinion of 
the other members of the Court. Hannen, J., says the 
only person who has a right to make this application 
“is one who can show that the entry is inconsistent with 
some right which he sets up in himself or other persons 
or circumstances from which the Court could see that 
the entry would in some way inconvenience the appli- 
cant; for instance, if a person had an intention of 
making copies of the work and dared not do so while the 
entry existed, the Court might entertain that if they 
thought it bond fide. In this case the application is only 
to raise a question of a technical character which the 
applicant can raise otherwise, and the Court ought not to 
grant this application.” ‘ 

In considering the effect of this case as an autho- 
rity on this point, it will be necessary to weigh well 
the effect of this sentence in the judgment of Hannen, J. 
ASSIGNMENT OF DEBENTURES—SET OFF--RIGHTS OF 

ASSIGNEE. 
Higgs v. Northern Assam Tea Company, Ex., 17 W. R. 
1125. 

The old rule of the ccmmon law, that a chose in action 
cannot be assigued, is constantly clashing with the every- 
day practice by which choses in action are in fact as- 
signed. Such assignments, in strict theory, give no legal 
right to the assignee, although they have long been re- 
cognised in equity. The assignee can, however, in fact, 
obtain a recognition of his rights at law by bringing an 
action in the name of the assignor. This course has the 
disadvantage that it enables the defendant to set up in 
the action any defence which he may have against the 
assignor, such as set-off in an action fora debt, even al- 
though such set-off is entirely collateral to the chose in 
action sued upon. The defendant may have so acted as 
to have debarred himself from the right of relying on a 
set-off, but the general rule is as above stated. 

An important modification of the legal rights of a 
defendant sued by an assignee of his creditor’s debt was 
created by Dickson v. The Swansea, §c., Railway Com- 
pany (17 W.R.51). There the defendants gave a Lloyd’s 
bond to the plaintiff, who agreed at the same time that 
he would see that the bond was paid at maturity. The 
bond was given to the plaintiff for the purpose of being 
assigned to raise money. The plaintiff assigned the 
bond, and the assignee sued the defendants in the plain- 
tiff's name. The defendants pleaded a set-off against 
the plaintiff. The plaintiff replied these facts ; and the 
Court gave judgment for the plaintiff,on the ground 
that, as the bond was given for the purpose of being as- 





sigued, it would be inequitable to allow the defendants | 


to set up a defence which would deprive the assignee of 
any benefit under the assignment. “ By the defendants’ 
act the plaintiff had been enabled to deceive the parties 
who advanced the money; and, having by that means 
got the mouey from them, was now in the position of a 
trustee suing on their behalf,’ and his claim as such 
trustee was not subject to the set-off. 

In Higgs vy. The Northern Assam,&c., Company this prin- 
ciple has been followed. The defendants issued debentures 
payable to the plaintiff and his assigns. The plaintiff as- 
signed them. Thedefendants in various wayssubsequently 
recognised the assignees as the owners of the debentures. 
It was taken as a fact in the decision of the case that, 
from collateral facts as well as from their form, it was 
intended that the debentures should be assigned. It 
was held, in an action by the assignees in the plaintiff's 
name, that the defendants could not avail themselves of 
a set-off against the plaintiff. 

There were two distinct grounds on which this decision 
might have been based—viz.,on the fact that the de- 
fencants intended that the debentures should be assigned, 
or ow their subsequent dealings with the assignees, The 
judgment appears to have been based upon the two 
grounds together, and does not very clearly point out 





the weight which was attached to each of these con- 
siderations separately. The Court say—“ Both parties. 
must have contemplated these debentures would be: as- 
signed, but as they could not practically be sold and as-. 
signed if subject to an uncertain set-off against the 
plaintiff, both he and the defendants must have intended 
that in the hands of transferrees they should not be sub- 
ject to that set-off.” The judgment then examines the 
dealings between the assignees and the defendants-sub- 
sequent to the assignment, the legal result of which 
depends of course upon the special circumstances of the 
case. 

This case and Dickson v. The Vale, &c., Railway Com- 
pany furnish some authority for the proposition, that 
where a defendant has given bonds, debentures, or other: 
similar instruments to the plaintiff with the intention. 
that such instruments shall be assigned, he is not allowed 
in an action on the instruments by assignees in the 
plaintiff’s name to set up a set-off against,. or collateral 
agreement with, the plaintiff, or other similar defence 
arising from matters wholly collateral to such instru- 
ments and not appearing upon the face of them. These 
cases are, however, open to the observation that it does 
not clearly appear that this was the sole ratio decidendi 
in either of them. In Dickson v..The Vale, Sc., Railway 
Company the setting up by the defendants of their agree- 
ment with the plaintiff as a defence to the action 
was a fraud on the assignees; and in Higgs v. Zhe 
Northern Assam, &c., Company there were other grounds 
for the decision. It seems likely, however, that the pro- 
position we have mentioned will be declared to be law 
whenever the point requires decision. In these remarks 
we have used the term “assignees” as signifying. bond 
fide assignees for value without notice. If an assignee 
has notice of a set-off, &c., an entirely different question 
may be raised, 








REVIEWS. 


The Law of Carriers of Goods and Passengers, Private and 
Public, Inland and Foreign, by Railway, Steamboat, and 
other Modes of Transportation; also the Construction, Respon- 
sibility, and Duty of Telegraph Companies, the Responsi- 
bility and Duty of Innkeepers, and the Law of Bailments of 
every Class, embracing Remedies. By Isaac F. REDFIELD, 
LL.D. H. O. Houghton & Co., Cambridge, Mass., and. 
Hurd & Houghton, New York. 1869. 

We have given at full length the title of this work. It 





might be assumed, on reading it, that, as the author tells. 


us is really the case, the work has outgrown the original 
design. Having given, with considerable detail, the law 
applicable to particular bailments of common ovcurrence, 
he thought that he had so nearly exhausted the’ subject of 
bailments that it was desirable to make the wo:k include 
the whole subject. This has been done by adding at the 


end of the book certain chapters dealing with the general. 


subject. We should have thought it a more artistic ar- 
rangement to have given first the general law of bailments, 
and then to have passed on to deal with the specific in- 
stances. As it is, the whole of the first part relating to 

rivate carriers might certainly have been included in that 
ealing with the general law of bailments, while, even in 
the part relating to public carriers, the general propositions, 
which are to come at the end, have necessarily to be an- 
ticipated—e.g., by the note at page 17. We should have 
thought that the alteration in the original designs of the 
work might have been carried out thus almost as easily and 
much better than in the way the author has adopted. 

There is, however, at all events, one person who not only 
is thoroughly well satisfied with this work as it stands, a 
feeling he perhaps shares with many authors, but who is, 
as is less common, not the least ashamed of saying so. Mr. 

Redfield tells us in his preface that— 

“ Unless he is in some way led into misapprehension in re- 
gard to the readableness and utility of this work, it will be found 
an agreeable and valuable text-book, as well as a reliable digest 
of the leading cases upon all the topies discussed.” 

Again, in the general introduction, 

“ ‘The present work has been prepared with great care, in order 
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tto secure accuracy and completeness, and, at the same time, with 
such a perspicuous and simple arrangement, and so perfect an 
index, as to enable everyone to find at once all that shall be de- 
sired upon all the topics treated. It is hoped and believed such 
will be found to be the results; and that it will, on these ac- 
counts, be found greatly useful both to the professional and un- 
professional who may desire to consult it, and especially so to 
students.” 


Not only do we find in these and in other passages a 
‘tone of self-assertion to which we are somewhat uniccus- 
tomed in writers of English law books, but we notice also 
a tendency to declamation on general subjects, which is, 

erhaps, characteristic of the nationality of the author. 

us he is very eloquent on the subject of railway manage- 
ment and responsibility, and admires greatly the German 
railways on which there are signalmen ‘‘ whose sole eim- 
ployment is to know that all is right on the advancing line, 
and to bow the trains along by the graceful touch of the 
hat as they pass.” In reference to innkeepers, he notices 
at some length their habit of making exorbitant charges. 
This he tells us is inherent in the nature of the business, 
though unfortunately no legal treatise and no legislation 
can be expected to remedy it. Upon the question how far 
the captain ofa passenger ship is justified in excluding from 
the cabin a passenger on the ground of ungentlemanly 
manners or conduct, he tells us that 

“‘ Where the passenger behaves as well as he knows how, it is 
all that will be required. If he still fails to meet the demands 
of the average standard of factitious refinements in social inter- 
course, he is less in fault often than the framers of such sense- 
less dogmas as disgust rather than edify.”’ 

If we were to come across writing of this sort in an Eng- 
lish law book, we should be apt to suspect the writer of 
being somewhat superficial and hasty in his conclusions, 
and to think his work the less reliable in consequence. 
Probably, however, it would be unfair to do so in the pre- 
sent instance, and certainly if there were any chance that 
the work would meet with non-professional readers, as Mr. 
Redfield appears to think it will, the frequent occurrence of 
passages of this sort would be likely to make it more en- 
tertaining to them. Before passing on to the legal merits 
of the work we may notiee a somewhat amusing use of 
the editorial ‘fwe.’’ After criticising somewhat severely a 
‘decision of the court of Pennsylvania, and charitably ex- 
pressing a hope that “there is some apology for the deci- 
sion which does not occur to us as resulting from the 
general principles involved in the case,” the author says, 
“*we recollect, while exercising the office of Chaneellor in 
Vermont, to have made a peremptory order against our 
clerk of the court,” ete., the order.of course differing in 
principle from that made in Pennsylvania. 

By far the greater part of the work is that which deals 
with the law of commou carriers, and of this a very con- 
siderable portion is devoted to the cases as to carriers of 
passengers, ‘The whole of this is certainly coloured by the 
very strong views which the writer takes as to the extent to 
which railway companies and other carriers ought to be 
made liable. He considers that the common sense instincts 
of juries have raised them to a higher plane of wisdom and 
justice than that which the courts or the profession have 
yet attained. Starting in this way, it is easy to see what 
views he would take upon all cases where the liability of 
the railway company was debateable. He does not, indeed, 
hold that there is not the difference usually supposed to exist 
between the cases of carriers of goods and carriers of pas- 
sengers—viz., that in the one case the carrier is an insurer, 
in the other he is not. He insists, however, that the differ- 
ence is rather formal than substantial. We do not find that 
the recent case of Redhead v. The Midland Railway is noticed 
at allin this volume. It is probable that the report of the case 
in the Exchequer Chamber would not have reached the 
author in time for publication, as he notices the report of 
the decision of the adnate Chamber in Siner and Wife v. 
The Great Western Railway, in 17 W. R. 417, as just come to 
hand after he had written some remarks upon that case in 
the court below. The decision of the Exchequer Chamber 
in Redhead’s case was reported 17 W. R. 737, and probably, 
therefore, was just too ots to be noticed. The decision of 
the Queen’s Bench in Redhead’s case was, however, given 
more than two years ago, and it is a little curious that it 
should not have been dealt with. As our readers no doubt 
remember, the American authorities were much discussed, 
and it was argued from various decided cases, especially 
Alden v. The New York Central Railway Company (12 








Smith, 102), that the American rule was, that although the 
carrier did not insure the safety of his passengers, yet that 
he did warrant his vehicles as roadworthy. Mr. Redfield, 
however, appears not to have paid much attention tothe case 
of Alden v. The New York Centrai Railway, which he only 
notices incidentally, and quotes once from a report in the 
Railway Times ; nor does he draw the distinction between the 
cases in which it was held that there was such a warranty 
and the other cases in which the liability was based upon 
negligence. He does, however, hold to the doctrine that 
the carrier is responsible for the negligence of the manu- 
facturer, as well as that of his servants. It will be re- 
membered that in Redhead’s case it was not necessary to 
decide this point, as negligence on the part of the manufac- 
turer of the carriage, as well as on the part of the railway 
company, was negatived by the finding of the jury. Mr. 
Redfield, however, lays down the rule broadly, that the 
smallest amount of negligence is sufficient to make the com- 
pany liable. 

He especially approves the opinions of Chief Baron Kelly 
and Mr. Justice Keating in dissenting from the opinion of 
the majority of the judges in the Exchequer and Exchequer 
Chamber respectively in the case of Siner and Wife v. The 
Great Western Railway (ubi. sup.), and says that the true 
rule in such cases would seem to be that where any arrange- 
ment connected with passenger transportation was ad- 
mitted by being afforded to be a necessary convenience for 
the security or comfort of the passengers, it should be the 
duty of carriers to afford it to all as far as practicable. We 
have said enough to show that the circulation of this work 
in this country is little likely to be promoted by railway 
companies. Jor any one, however, who has to establish 
the liability of a company under novel circumstances, we do 
not know a book to which he could refer with greater hope 
of success in finding arguments, and probably cases, to help 
him. This applies not only to cases of personal injuries, 
but also to cases of delay, as to which the author repudiates 
the rule recently established in England as to the damages 
recoverable in such cases. He does not seem to have seen 
the most recent English case on the subject (Woodger v. 
The Great Western Railway, 15 W. R. 383), but he criticises 
severely the previous one of Hamlin v. The Great Northern 
Railway, 1 H. & N. 408. 

In two other instances besides that of Redhead’s case 
Mr. Redfield is unfortunate, in the fact that cases of im- 
portance on subjects which he has dealt with at some 
length have been decided and reported in England just 
too late for him to notice them. One of theseis Playford 
v. United Kingdom Electric Telegraph Coinpany, 17 W. R. 
968 ; the other Gillin v. McMullin, 17 W. R. 445. 

In Playford v. United Kingdom Electric Telegraph Com- 
pany the Court of Queen’s Bench in Engiand have defi- 
nitely decided that only the person making the contract 
with the telegraph company can sue them for an error in 
transmitting it. ‘This would usually be the sender of the 
message, though, of course, there might be cases where 
the sender was a mere agent of the receiver, and then of 
course the receiver could sue. In America, however, it has 
been held that the sender of the message, supposing him to 
send it on his own behalf, may sue on the contract, and 
the receiver may also sue as fora breach of duty. This 
doctrine appears to have been laid down in several cases 
but most distinctly in The New York and Washington 
Telegraph Company v. Dryburgh, 35 Penn. St. 298. This 
case Mr. Redfield expressly approves of, while the Court of 
Queen's Bench here have equally decidedly declined to 
follow it. This, therefore, is a case in which, in a matter 
of pure principle, and not one depending upon statute law 
or anything of that kind, the law in this country and in 
America is different. lt would be interesting to see how 
Mr. Redtield would have treated the English decision. 

The case of Gidblin v. MeMullin (17 W. R. 445), in the 
Privy Council, decided that a bank with whom securities 
had been deposited were not liable for their having been 
stolen by the cashier. The same thing had previously 
been decided upon an almost identical state of facts in 
Foster vy. The Essex Bank (17 Masa. Rep. 478). This case 
was quoted before the Privy Council and approved of by 
them in their judgment. Mr. Redfield, however, though 
he approves of the statement of the law in Foster v. The 
Essex Bank, discusses at some length, and manifestly dis- 
approves of the application there made of the law to the 
facts. This, again, is a case in which we should have been 
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glad to see how Mr. Redfield would deal with the English 
decision. 

In these instances Mr. Redfield has been unfortunate, by 
reason of the time of his publication. He has, however, 
shown considerable diligence in incorporating recent English 
decisions as well as American. This, however, seems to 
have been done rather rapidly, and in some instances, either 
by slip of the author or his printer, the references are so 
given as rather to confuse. ‘Thus, at page 240, Buckle v. 
Knoop (L. R. 2 Ex. 125 and 333) is quoted in support of a 
proposition really contained in Sandeman v. Scurr (L. R. 2 
Q. B. 86; the latter case is quoted for a proposition really 
contained in Hudsen v. Ede (L. R. 2 Q. B. 566), and the 
latter case is referred to for something which we imagine is 
really contained in some other part of Mr. Redfield’s work 
to which, however, no reference is given. 

So far our criticism may appear somewhat unfavourable, 
but we do not desire to leave our readers under the impres- 
sion that the work is not a valuable one. When once the 
reader is told that the work is somewhat coloured by the 
strong views held by the author, he is forewarned, and the 
defect, if it is one, is cured. Mr. Redfield always advances 
strong, and sometimes conclusive, arguments in favour of his 
views. The freedom and vigour of his criticism upon de- 
cided cases not according to his views is such as is not often 
met with, and his remarks must be most useful whenever 
those cases have to be reconsidered. 

As a storehouse from which to draw forcible arguments 
upon cases within its scope, this volume will be most useful, 
though in forming an opinion as to many of such cases its 
guidance should not perhaps be followed implicitly, nor 
until the statements of the author have been dealt with as 
those of an advocate would be and thoroughly sifted. 





A Practical Gude to the Bankruptcy Law of 1869; being 
the Bankruptcy and Debtors Acts, 1869, condensed and sim- 
plified, with notes, reference tables, and index. By JosEru 
Seymour Saraman, Solicitor. London: Groombridge & 
Son. 1869. 


Any book appearing at present which pretended to be a 
complete treatise on bankruptcy law, founded on the recent 
legislation upon this subject, would be received by all sen- 
sible people with suspicion, or something more than suspi- 
cion. But a book, like the present, which makes no false 
pretensions to the character of a complete treatise, but 
simply professes to arrange and index the clauses of the Acts 
in question, is of great utility, and deserves a very different 
reception. 

The sections of the Bankruptcy Act appear to us to have 
been well arranged and judiciously compressed by Mr. Sala- 
man; and his indexes will be of much use to anyone who 
has to refer to the Act. 





Tha Law Magazine and Law Review. November, 1869. No. 
LY. New series. London: Butterworths. 


The Law Magazine has an averagely interesting number 
this quarter. The article which possesses most interest is, 
we think, one on Patent Law Reform, a subject which 
was brought before the House of Commons last session, by 
Mr. Macfie, M.P., and will probably be brought up again 
before long. The writer of this article is opposed to the 
erection of a “Patent Court,” but recommends the em- 
ployment of assessors in patent cases. The number also 
contains articles on the Penal Code of New York, on 
Primogeniture, Imprisonment for Debt, Foreign Debtors in 
England, the Irish Land Question, the Turnpike System, 
Naturalization and Allegiance, Rights of Colonial Legisla- 
tures, and State Appropriation of Railways. In addition 
to these, there is a digest of Scotch Court of Session cases, 
and the usual summary of events of the quarter, and 
reviews. Some of the articles are well worth reading; the 
reviews appear to us the least able portion of the number. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Lorp JUSTICE. 
Practice as to Appeals direct Srom Chambers, 

An application was made on Friday, the 12th inst., to 
Lord Justice Giffard, to allow an appeal to be heard ina 
case which had been argued in chambers before the judge 
himself, who declined to have it re-argued in court. 





GIFFARD, L.J., said that he thought the most convenient 
rule to lay down for the future would be that no appeal 
should be allowed to be brought direct from chambers, un- 
less the judge of the court below should certify that the 
matter had been so fully discussed before him in chambers 
that he did not wish to have it re-argued in court. 





COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Business of the Court. 

The Court will sit in banco after term on Friday, the 
26th, Saturday, the 27th, and Monday, the 29th November ; 
and on Monday, December 13, for the purpose of delivering 
judgments only. 


COURT OF ADMIRALTY. 
(Before Sir R. PHmuLimore). 
Nov. 9.—The ‘* Young James.” 
The Admiralty County Court Act, 1869. 

A plaintiff’ swing in the superior court is entitled to costs 
if more than £300 was claimed, although less than £300 was 
recovered, 

In this case his Lordship gave judgment this day. 
The action was brought for a collision at Yarmouth, 
and £800 was claimed for the damage. The defendants paid 
£248 into court, which was accepted, and the question was 
whether, as under £300 was recovered, the plaintiff could 
recover costs. 

E. C. Clarkson, for the defendant, insisted that as the 
claim was beyond £300, the limit of the new Act, the 
plaintiffs were entitled to costs. 

Gibson, for the plaintiffs, urged that if that were so, any 
one could oust the jurisdiction of the court by claiming 
= £300, and that the sum actually recovered was the 
claim. 

Sir Ropert PuitirMmore held that, as the claim made was 
beyond £300, the plaintiffs were entitled to costs, although 
only £248 was recovered. 

Judgment accordingly. 





The ** Ino.” 
The right of the Crown to sue in any Court. 

The Admiralty Advocate (Dr. Deane) applied, on the 
part of the Lords of the Admiralty, to proceed in the High 
Court of Admiralty, instead of a county court, to recover 
damages for a collision with one of her Majesty’s ships, 
called the Dauntless, although the estimate of damage was 
under £300. The point raised an important question. He 
maintained that the Crown had a right to procced in any 
court unless a court was specifically named. The new 
County Court Admiralty Jurisdiction Act provided that 
claims not exceeding £300 should be brought in the High 
Court. 

Sir R. Partimo0re ordered the suit on behalf of the Crown 
to be commenced in this court. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
SouTHWARK. 
(Before C. S. Wutrmore, Esq., Q.C.) 
Nov. 11.—Metropolis Local Management Acts, 18 ¢ 19 
Viet. c. 120, and 25 ¢ 26 Vict., c. 102. 

The remedies for obtaining contributions from owners for 
paving new streets under section 217 of the 18 § 19 Vict. c. 120, 
and seetions 77 and 96 of the 25 & 26 Vict., c. 102 are alterna- 
tive and not cumulative. 

A vestry having obtained a judgment against a contributory 
owner, which judgment, through the insolvency of the judg- 
ment-debtor turned out to be valueless, 

Held, that the vestry could not, under section 96 of the last- 
named statute, recover against a subsequent assignee for value 
of the property, through his tenant, for the contribution in 
respect of which the judgment was obtained. 

To make the amount of the contribution operate as a charge 
upon the property together with the costs of obtaining the 
Judgment, the proceedings pointed out by the Registration 
Statutes, 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38; and 27 d& 28 Vict., c. 112, should 
have been taken by the vestry. 

Under the Metropolis Local Management Act, 1855, 18 & 19 
Vict. c. 120, ss. 105, 217, vestries and local boards were 
empowered to pave new streets, and adjudge the proportions 
in which the owners of adjacent property should contri- 
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‘pute to the expense thereof. By the Amendment Act, 25 
& 26 Vict. c. 102. ss. 77, 96, power was conferred to sue 
for such contributions ‘‘any present or future owner,” or 
their tenants, and the latter were to pay the amount of the 
contribution to the vestry, and deduct the same from the 
rent payable to their landlords. 

In 1866, the vestry of Bermondsey paved a new street in 
that parish, and adjudged Mr. Soper, the owner of a house 
therein, to contribute the sum of £38 5s. 4d. towards the 
expense thereof, this he agreed to pay in three instalments 
but, making default, was sued by the vestry and suffered 
ajudgment. Afterwards, Mr. Soper became insolvent, and 
the vestry were unable to realise anything under their 
judgment. Subsequent to the judgment being recovered. 
Mr. Milner, the mortgagee of the property, sold to Mr. 
Herbert, and in 1869 the defendant, the tenant of the pur- 
chaser Herbert, received notice from the vestry to pay her 
rent over to them under section 96 of the later Act, until 
the amount of the debt upon which the judgment was 
obtained (exclusive, however, of the costs of obtaining the 
judgment) was satisfied. This she declined to do, and 
hence the present action was brought for the sum of 
£38 5s. 4d. parcel of the judgment debt, and which sum 
was admitted to be indentical with the contribution for 
which Mr. Soper had been sued. 

E. Thomas, for the plaintiff—The intention of the 
statutes was that the property that had benefited should 
bear the liability in the hands of the then present or any 
fature owner—the remedy against the then present owner 
having proved barren, the vestry were justified in following 
the land into the hands of a future owner. on the analogy of 
the holder of a bill of exchange suing in succession the 
parties liable thereon. 

S. Poynter, for the defendant.—This is res judicata. The 
remedies are alternative and not cumulative. The vestry 
had the power to sue the present, ‘‘or any future owner.’ 
They have exercised their right of election and have chosen 
to sue an owner in presenti, and have recovered a judgment 
against‘him, thereby the statutory contract is extinguished, a 
merger is wrought and a contract of record established. At 
all events, they should have exhausted every remedy against 
the original debtor before they came upon an innocent pur- 
chaser for value. Now they have not issued and registered 
execution so as to charge the land and whereby subsequent 
purchasers would have bought with notice, as they might 
have done in the mode pointed out by the Legislature in 
23 & 24 Vict. c. 38 and 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112. Again, a 
judgment for the plaintiff in this action would not discharge 
the judgment they already possess against Soper. The law 
did not regard the value of judgments. * If the plaintiffs re- 
covered in this action they would possess two judgments in 
respect of the same debt. The analogy of a bill of ex- 
chauge did not hold where the remedy was given by the 
statute, and must be strictly construed according to its lan- 
guage. 

Mr. WuiTMene said that on the principle transit tn rem 
judieatam his judgment must be given for the defendant. 
He thought this was res judicata, but the language of the 
statute was so involved that he confessed he entertained 
some doubts, and thought the question one eminently 
adapted for a higher judicial decision, as very important in- 
terests were concerned in an authoritative exposition of 
these statutes, and many analogous cases might be imagined 
where similar doubts would arise. One thing, however, 
would seem clear in the present instance, that the vestry 
had not done all in their power to render the judgment 
against Soper productive, and they would probably from this 
decision receive a wholesome warning which would be useful 
to them at a future time. 

Judgment for the defendant. 

Attorneys for the plaintiffs, Drew & Wilkinson. 

Attorneys for the defendant, Stone, Townson, & Morris. 








Tue WINE AND BEER Act.—A defect in the new Wine and 
Beer Act has been discovered at Ashton-under-Lyne. Under 
the 16th section of the Act, any person present in a house open 
at illegal hours is liable to a penalty specified; but it was held 
in a case before the Ashton magistrates on Monday, that when 
persons during the prohibited hours sat in the yard of the house 
and consumed drink brought to them they were not liable. In 
order to out what was clearly the intention of the 
Legislature, another Act has to be resorted to.—Birmingham 
Daily Post. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


*,* Weare requested to state that the lady married by 
Mr. Stansfeld, M.P., the new Financial Secretary of the 
Treasury, is the sister, and not, as stated by us (ante, p. 15), 
the daughter of Mr. William Henry Ashurst, the solicitor 
to the Post-office. We were betrayed into this error by 
the fact that the father of Mrs. Stansfeld bore the same 
Christian names as her brother. Mr. W. H. Ashurst, sen., 
was never solicitor to the Post-office ; but his name is asso- 
ciated with the Post-office and Post-office reform from his 
having taken an active part in urging forward Sir Rowland 
Hill’s Penny Postage scheme. 

Mr. Daviy Henry Owen; of the Principal Registry 
London, has been appointed District Registrar of the Court 
of Probate at Norwich, which office was rendered vacant by 
the death of Mr. John Kitson. 

Mr. Rozert YEoMAN GREEN, solicitor, has been appointed 
Under-sheriff of Newcastle-upon-Tyne for the ensuing year. 
— was certificated as a solicitor in Hilary Term, 
1847. ‘ 

Mr. Freperick Tuomas Kerrn, solicitor, has been re-ap- 
pointed Under-sheriff for the city of Norwich for the ensu- 
ing year. Mr. Keith belongs to the Norwich firm of Keith, 
Blake, Keith, & Blake. 

Mr. GEorGeE Brown, solicitor (firm Newton, Robinson, & 
Brown); has been appointed Under-Sheriff of the city of 
York for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Tuomas Epmunp Paget, solicitor (firm Lowndes & 
Co.), of Liverpool, has been appointed by Lord Dufferin, 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, to be District Pro- 
thonotary at Liverpool under thé Court of Common Pleas 
at Lancaster. 

Mr. Artuvur WI1son, solicitor, of Banbury, has been ap- 
pointed Clerk to the Magistrates of the Banbury District, 
in the room of the late Mr. Thomas Gulliver Judge, de- 
ceased. Mr. Wilson was enrolled as a solicitcr in Trinity 
Term, 1857, and was in partnership with the late Mr. 
Judge whom he has now succeeded as Clerk to the Ban- 
bury Magistrates. 

Messrs. Cyartes Harper and Freperick L. 8. Sarrorp, 
solicitors, of Hadleigh, Suffolk, have been appointed Joint 
Clerks to the Local Board of Hadleigh. Mr. Harper isa 
member of the legal firm of Newman & Harper, and was 
certificated in Trinity Term, 1850; and Mr. Safford, who 
took out his certificate in Hilary Term, 1855, belongs to 
the firm of Robinson, Safford, & Grimwade. 

Mr. Joseru Harker, solicitor, has been appointed Clerk 
to the Burial Board of Poole, Dorsetshire, in the room of 
Mr. Henry Mooring Aldridge, solicitor, resigned. Mr. 
Harker was a partner with Mr. Aldridge, his predecessor in 
office. 

Mr. Joun Henry Betrrace, of Bedford-row, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the acknow- 
ledgments of deeds by married women in and for the county 
of Middlesex, the city of London, and the city and liberties 
of Westminster. 

Mr. Samvet Hatt, of the firm of Wright & Hall, solici- 
tors, of Haslingden, Lancashire, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner for taking the affidavits of married women in and 
for the city of Lancaster. 

Mr. Epmvunp Sramp, solicitor, has been elected Mayor of 
Honiton, Devonshire, for the ensuing year. He is also 
clerk to the justices of the Honiton division, registrar of 
the county court of that district, and clerk to the Com- 
missioners of Taxes for the division of Volyton, co. Devon. 

Mr. Wititram Epwarp Bvurrincg, solicitor, has been 
elected Mayor of Shaftesbury for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Cuarzes Ricuarp Norton, solicitor, of New-street, 
Salisbury, has been elected Mayor of that city for the en- 
suing year. 

Mr. AtrreD Joun Keary, solicitor, of Chippenham, 
Wilts (firm Keary, Stokes, & Goldney), has been elected 
Mayor of Chippenham for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Tuomas WAsHBOURNE G1pps, solicitor, has been elected 
Mayor of Bath for the ensuing year. 

Mr. Rocrer Tuerry, formerly, for many years, a judge of 
the Supreme Court of New South Wales, has received the 
honour of knighthood from the Queen. Sir Roger Therry 
was called to the Bar at Gray’s-inn in November, 1827. 
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GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


CoVENANT TO SETTLE AFTER-ACQUIRED PROPERTY. 

Sir,—I feel, no doubt in common with many others, 
grateful for your papers on the covenant frequently con- 
tained in marriage settlements for the settlement of the 
future property of a wife. 

I always endeavour, if I can, to confine the operation of 
such covenants to property coming from some specified 
source—as for instance, from the estate of a father, mother, 
or near relative, dying either testate or intestate, or through 
any particular will or settlement already in operation. 

I have also of late years so framed the clause as to ex- 
clude its operation as against the wife, in respect of property 
coming into actual possession after she has become a widow. 
It is hard, I think, that in such a case whatever might 
come to the widow should be put entirely out of her power, 
as she might thereby be deprived of the means of providing 
for a second family. 

There is another point connected with this subject to 
which I beg to call your attention. It frequently happens 
that a testator wishes to give a legacy to a married woman, 
so that it shall not be liable to be brought into settlement 
“under a covenant to settle future property. 

To effect this, besides making the legacy payable to the 
legatee for her separate use, I have added words to the 
effect that it shall also be payable to her irrespective of any 
settlement made on or after her marriage. As property 
left for the separate use of a married woman would, under 
some of the forms, be included in the covenants, the ques- 
tion might arise whether, in such a case, the direction that 
the legatee should enjoy the legacy irrespective of the settle- 
ment, would be of any avail. 

In discussing the subject with two experienced convey- 
ancers they differed upon the point. One holding that in a 
case where property left for the separate use of a wife is not 
expressly excluded from the operation of the covenant, the 
words alluded to would not have the desired effect, and the 
other that they would. 

As in most modern settlements, property left for the sepa- 
rate use of a wife is excepted, the question is not likely to 
arise; but it seems to me desirable to provide for it in case 
there should be no such exception, at the same time one 
would wish, if possible, to avoid introducing any expressions 
which might raise a doubt in legal minds, or become a trap 
to the unlearned J.E. W. 

Lincoln’s-inn, Nov. 17, 1869. 





THe Law oF Distress For Rent. 

Sir,—Allow me to draw your attention to a case which 
shows tkat the law of landlord and tenant in England, as 
well as in Ireland, requires the early attention of the Legis- 
lature ; the landlord’s right to distrain for his rent is 
generally looked upon as an advantage to him, but occa- 
sionally cases happen which show that he is really worse off 
than he would be if left to the ordinary remedy of an ac- 
tion at law. A case is now in course of being fought out 
in the parish of Newington, Surrey, the facts of which 
will furnish the best commentary on the present state of 
the law. It appears that about twenty years ago a gentle- 
man purchased several houses in the parish. He collected 
his rents in peace and security until about two years ago, 
when to his surprise he found a distress for rent had been 
put into two of his houses. He replevied in the county 
court of the district, and the goods were consequently re- 
turned to the tenants. The proceedings in the matter of 
the replevin warrant bound the tenants, or rather the land- 
lord in their names, to bring an action against the distrainor 
to ascertain whether he had any claim on the property or 
not. When the case came on for hearing, the distrainor, 
as defendant, did not appear, and the Court awarded 
damages amounting to the costs incurred in the replevin 
proceedings. The damages were not paid, and the defen- 
dant was brought before the Court on an application for a 
coramittal to prison. The defendant turned out to be a 
helpless old woman of between eighty and ninety years of 
age, dependant entirely on charity for her support. She 
was assisted into court, and in the box decane’ that she 
was so nearly blind as to be able to see nothing 
of the judge, but what she thought must be his spectacles, 
The plaintiff stated that this poor creature had recently 
been an inmate of Lambeth Workhouse, and had signed the 
warrants of distress on his tenants. She gave not the 





slightest reason for her proceedings except asserting that 
the property was hers. The judge, after a careful inquiry, 
declined to send such a person to prison, notwithstanding the 
offer of the plaintiff not to enforce the order of committal if 
the defendant abstained from further annoyance. During the 
examination the old woman frequently reiterated her state. 
ment that the property belonged to her. Last week she 
again asserted her right by sending a couple of bailiffs 
to one of the houses with a claim for £10, as rent 
due to her. The men immediately removed a quantity 
of gogls, the police declining, on the application of the 
tenant, to interfere, seeing that the men were armed with 
what had the appearance of a legal warrant of distress. The 
landlord is therefore left to his previous barren remedy of 
another replevin warrant and another action in the county 
court, with probably the same result. That the ola woman 
is an instrument in the hands of an unseen mover in the 
matter seems tolerably clear; but the case shows how far 
irresponsible persons may make the present law of distraint 
a serious annoyance. The landlord has been almost ruined, 
as his tenants have either left or are about to leave from a 
dread of these proceedings being repeated. 

The moral of the story is suggestive of the abolition of 
the landlord’s exceptional power over his tenant’s goods, 
Such cases as this could not happen if all warrants of distress 
were issued by a competent authority—say, a police court, 
and only in favour of the landlord actually in possession 
of the property. This would compel a claimant to prose- 
cute his claim in a court of law instead of, as at present, 
leaving any man of straw at liberty to set up a claim for 
the mere sake of being bought off. It is really wonderful 
that in the existing state of the law we do not more fre- 
quently hear of such cases as the foregoing. There seems to 
be nothing to prevent a gang of thieves from going in broad 
daylight, under cover of a fictitious warrant of distress, 
and seizing any goods they may happen to fancy, and 
the police will look on, confessing themselves powerless. 
Of course, the thieves would be punishable severely for such 
an act, but they could get safe off with their booty long be- 
fore the law could reach them. They would, in fact, run 
less risk than in committing a burglary. +. 





Soricrtors’ Book-KEEPING. 

Sir—Messrs. Kain, Sparrow, Witt, and Co., in your im- 
pression of the 6th inst., allude to the case of the solicitor 
at Braintree, as illustrating the danger of a solicitor mixing 
his client’s money with his own, and they take the oppor- 
tunity of telling the profession that the system of book- 
keeping advocated by them will! prevent solicitors (who are 
not feloniously disposed) from falling into this danger 
through any defect in their book-keeping, inasmuch as 
“Kain’s system’’ shows them ‘‘at any moment” the 
amount of money in their hands belonging to clients as 
distinct from their own. Now Kain’s system really does 
not show the solicitor at a glance or “at any moment” 
how much money he holds belonging to clients as distin- 
guished from that which belongs to himself. In point of 
fact an additional column on each side of the ‘“* cash journal” 
will be necessary for that purpose. By the process of 
balancing, this / Sree object can be obtained, but this is 
simply the old method. Sucha result is, however, accom- 
plished in many large offices by additional columns being 
made in the cash journal, but it is an improvement to 
which the author of Kain’s system has no claim. 
That Kain’s system is simple and easily to be com- 
prehended, is a statement that can only be accepted 
by an accountant who comes to the task of studying it 
with a mind previously imbued with the principles of 
double entry, and who can dispense with the nightly appli- 
cation of the “ wet blanket’’ and the “ cold tea” which is 
said to be necessary for the successful accomplishment of 
the task by every articled pupil who enters the author's 
office. The study of bookkeeping I have heard it reported, 
results in one of three things, it either kills, drives mad, or 
makes the student an accomplished accountant, and it is best 
known to Mr. Kain as a professor of statistics how many of 
the adopters of his system belong to either of these classes. 
Most people “ have a method in their madness,”’ and I have 
known solicitors who have exhibited insanity enough by 
consigning Kain’s system tothe waste paper basket “ boldly,” 
having certain misglvings that they might go mad or die 
under the operation of studying it, It is to be regretted 
that so intelligent a body of men as solicitors are “ bad ac- 
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countants,” which, I presume, means they are not accoun- 
tants at all, and it is very essential that there should exist 
really practical law accountants and costs settlers, to afford 
them the best possible assistance at a fair rate of remunera- 
tion. 
A Law Accountant anp Costs 
DRAFTSMAN. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. W. M. BEST. 


It is with much regret that we record the death of Mr. 
William Mawdesley Best, well known to the profession as 
one of the editors of Best and Smith’s Reports, and the 
author of a work on “ Evidence: a Treatise on Presump- 
tions of Law and Fact; Right to Begin and Right to 
Reply.” Mr. Best was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, 
and was called to the English bar in 1834, at Gray’s-inn 
(then the favourite resort of Irish students), of which society 
he was elected a bencher some few vears ago. He died 
somewhat suddenly on the 17th ult. Mr. Best was a lawyer 
of the highest type. He hada complete and accurate know- 
ledge, coupled with a strength of grasp and breadth of view 
seldom met with. Of his work on Evidence, which was 
published in 1849, the late Baron Alderson once said that 
it showed more real brains than any law book published 
during his lifetime. On the morning succeeding the day of 
Mr. Best’s death, the Lord Chief Justice gave expression to 
the general feeling in the following terms :—“ It will not be 
out of place to take notice of the communication which has 
just been made to us of the death of one of the reporters of 
this court—Mr. Best—and to express our great regret at the 
loss which the profession has sustained, as well as our sense 
of the fidelity, accuracy, and ability with which he dis- 
charged his duty as authorised reporter of this court, in 
conjunction with his colleague, who, I am glad to say, still 
remains among us. The manner in which the duty has been 
discharged has given us the greatest satisfaction.” 

In spite of Mr. Best’s great powers and attainments, he 
had not a large practice. 





MR. J. H. HULME. 

We have to record the death of Mr. James Hilton Hulme, 
solicitor, of Manchester, who expired at Cliff House, his 
seat at Baslow, in Derbyshire, on the 5th November, at the 
age of seventy-one years. The late Mr. Hulme, who was 
certificated as a solicitor in Easter Term, 1825, was the 
senior partner in the Manchester firm of Hulme, Foyster, 
& Foyster, and was for many years Clerk to the Salford 
Bench of Magistrates, and Deputy Steward of the Hundred 
of Salford Court of Record. 


_—— 


DR. COMBE. 

The death of Matthew Combe, Esq., LL.D., barrister-at- 
law, took place at Nelson, New Zealand, on the 2nd 
September, in the forty-sixth year of his age. The deceased 
gentleman was the son of Boyce Combe, Esq., and was 
educated at Trinity Hall, Cambridge, Dr. Combe was 
called to the Bar at Gray’s Inn in June, 1847, and was for 
some years a member of the Home Circuit. 





MR. W. H. ROUGH. 

The death of Mr. William Henry Rough, barrister-at- 
law, took place on the 5th November, at Motecombe House, 
East Moulsey, wag | The deceased gentleman was the 
only son of the late Sir William Rough, some time Chief 
Justice of Ceylon, and was educated at Trinity College, 
Cambridge, where he graduated B.A. in 1832. He was 
called to the Bar at the Middle Temple in November, 
1842, and has chiefly practised as a conveyancer at the 
Equity Bar. 





MR. JOHN SHOARD. 

Mr. John Shoard, a London solicitor, died at St. Thomas’s 
Hospital on the 31st October, at the age of thirty-two 
— Mr. Shoard received his early education at the 

ristol Grammar School; he afterwards pursued his studies 
at King’s College, London, and matriculated with honours 
in classics at the London University in 1856. In 1859 he 

aduated as LL.B. at the same institution, taking honours 
in law, and in 1861 he received the degree of LL.D. He 








took out his certificate as a solicitor in Hilary Term, 185% 
and had offices in Chancery-lane some years ago, but latterly 
did not practise. 





MR. F. TIBBITS. 

Mr. Francis Tibbits, solicitor, of Warwick, committed 
suicide on the 13th November, by shooting himself through 
the head with a revolver, in his office, Church-street, 
Warwick. Mr. Tibbits, who was forty-four years of age, had 
been in practice as a solicitor since Easter Term, 1851, 
and for many years filled the offices of Clerk to the 
Warwick Bench of County Magistrates, and Registrar of 
the Warwick County Court. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


THE ASSOCIATED CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE. 
Brirmincuam, November 17. 


The representatives of the various chambers resumed their 
sittings this Jay, when the following legal topics received 
diseussion :— 

Bankruptcy REFORM. 

In connection with the new Bankruptcy Act, the Birming- 
ham Chamber had had under their consideration the rules 
and orders, and had agreed upon certain proposed amend- 
ments and alterations. The following suggestions were 
brought forward by Mr. G. J. Johnson and adopted:— = 

Rule 86-1, that “no part of the expense of any competi- 
tion for the office of trustee shall be paid out of the estate, 
but all such expense shall be paid by the unsuccessful party 
to the successful party.” Omit all words after “festate.” 

Rule 159 provided that if a debtor called his creditors 
together he should do it with the same publicity as if he 
were a bankrupt. But the rule also directed that every 
creditor must have notice by registered letter. Substitute 
‘* each creditor of £10 and upwards.” 

The next matter brought forward was not on the rules. 
By the Act the debtor was required to produce at the first 
meeting a statement of his affairs. The second meeting 
was to be held at the interval of a week, and the resolution 
of that meeting was to be binding on all the creditors. It 
was, therefore, proposed that a copy of the debtor's state- 
ment should be sent to every creditor not present at the 
first meeting. After some discussion, the words “not pre- 
sent at the first meeting” were disapproved gand in that form 
the suggestion was adopted; that is to say, the decision 
was in favour of every creditor receiving a copy of the 
bankrupt’s statement of his affairs. 

Rule 167.—The Act said that no creditor should be en- 
titled to vote at all till he had proved the debt by statutory 
declaration, The 167th rule said a creditor should prove 
in the manner prescribed by the rules, and that was, to send 
a statement of account to the trustee. Suggestion: that, as 
the rules and the Act conflicted, it was desirable the 
chairman of the meeting should be authorised to take statu- 
tory declarations for the proof of debts. This was adopted by 
the meeting, and it was resolved that the suggestion should 
be forwarded by the Secretary to the Lord Chancellor. 

Mr. Hirsr (Leeds) proposed the following resolution :— 
“That the attention of the Law Officers of the Crown be 
called to the unsatisfactory provisions in the Bankruptey 
Act, 1869, in respect to deeds of composition and arrange- 
ment, which allow creditors holding the security of third 
parties to join in such deeds, and that they be requested to 
introduce a bill in the coming session of Parliament, pro- 
viding that creditors holding such securities shall not be 
entitled to join in any deed of composition or arrangement 
binding on dissentients, which release a debtor on payment 
of any sum less than twenty shillings in the pound.” He 
condemned the principle of composition deeds, but especially 
contended that the secured creditor had no right to forgive 
a debtor his debts, thus, in fact, making him a present of 
other people’s money. He also complained that if a man 
bought goods and paid for them with a hundred sovereigns, 
the person of whom he bought them was not a creditor ; 
but if, instead of doing this, he paid his money to the bank, 
and got a twenty-one days’ bill, and endorsed that over to 
the creditor, as long as that bill was unpaid the owner of it 
was considered a creditor, and could unite in the ay | 
majority for releasing the debtor from his debts. 
London lawyer had told him that in many instances of 
failure for more than £100,000, the debtor had been re- 
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leased under a composition deed on the payment of a small 
dividend, and that not one man who signed the release lost 
a single farthing by the debtor. He proposed that credi- 
tors holding security should give up their security, or not 
vote on a composition deed. 

Mr. Jounson said he sympathised with Mr. Hirst in 
principle, but he was afraid that any proposal to remedy 
the mischief complained of would, if not very carefully 
considered, land them in a greater difficulty. The new Act 
viewed nothing as a security that was not a security on the 
bankrupt’s property, and in the sense in which the law used 
the word “secured,” a secured creditor could only vote for 
the balance. If they laid down Mr. Hirst’s principle, they 
discredited every bill that came into the market, for a great 
inducement to discount a bill was that the discounter knew 
that if all the three parties to the bill became bankrupt, he 
had three rights of proof on three estates. ‘The effect of 
the resolution would be to shut him up to one right of proof 
only. Then, again, if almost all the creditors held bills, 
how were they to get a majority? They could not value 
their securities till they became due. If the Leeds resolu- 
tion were consistent, it must go on to say that secured cre- 
ditors, in that sense, should not be able to discharge a 
debtor when he was bankrupt, under section 48. 

After some discussion, in which Mr. Mitts (Huddersfield) 
suggested that the resolution should be altered by being 
made to read as follows :—That a sub-committee be formed 
to consider the unsatisfactory provisions,’ &c., Mr. Hirst 
replied. He said he was particularly anxious on this matter, 
because the blot to which he had called attention was 
imputed to the action taken by Chambers of Commerce. 
He would go the length of stopping composition deeds 
altogether sooner than allow the evil to continue. He be- 
lieved it was at the root of a great many of the commercial 
scandals of the last ten years. He, however, accepted Mr. 
Mill’s suggestion. 

The resolution, which Mr. Pricr, M.P., seconded, was 
then carried in the amended form, and the committee ap- 
pointed consisted of Mr. Godwin, Mr. Mills, Mr. Johnson, 
and Mr. Hirst. 

Tue Lone Vacation. 

It was unanimously resolved, ‘ That a memorial be pre- 
sented to the Judicature Commission, calling attention to 
the great inconvenience caused by the suspension of legal 
proceedings during the long vacation, and praying them to 
provide a remedy.”’—This was seconded by Mr. Rintey 
(Bristol), and carried unanimously. 

Bankruptcy Law 1n Irgvanp. 

The Preswent said that, in the absence of representa- 
tives of the Belfast Chamber, he had been requested to 
move, “ That it isexpedient that the law in Ireland should 
be uniform with the code in force in England, especially in 
matters relating to trade and commerce; and resolved, 
therefore, that her Majesty’s Government be requested to 
introduce into Parliament a Bankruptcy Bill for Ireland 
similar to that which passed for England last session.” He 
remarked that the proposition opened a very wide question. 
The laws of the two countries differed very considerably ; 
and, possibly the Irish might in some intances prefer their 
own. 

The last clause of the resolution was then passed. 

County Courts JuRispicT1IoN IN BANKRUPTCY 

Mr. Price, M.P. (Gloucester) remarked that under the 
new Bankruptey Act every county court judge was a 
bankruptcy judge, and every county court was a bank- 
ruptcy court. ‘Lhis might work very well in some districts, 
but it would be extremely inconvenient in some of the 
agricultural counties, A judge might have twenty different 
courts in his circuit, and in some a bankruptcy case might 
not arise more than once in five or six years. The conse- 
quence would be that there would not be in such places 
professional men conversant with bankruptcy proceedings. 
To meet this difficulty, the Lord Chancellor should select 
such county courts as it might be convenient to make bank- 
ruptcy courts. Unless immediate action were taken, 
personal interests would grow up. ‘The Lord Chancellor had 
the power, but he might not exercise it unless asked to do so. 

Mr. G. J. Jouson said it would be well to ask the Lord 
Chancellor at the same time to continue the present bank- 
ruptcy courts for some twelve months, to dispose of the 
business now pending. 

After discussion, it was resolved, “That the attention of 
the several Chambers be called to section 79 of the Bank- 








ruptcy Act, 1869, and opinions be invited as to the desira- 
bility of memorialising the Lord Chancellor to exercise the 
power conferred upon him in that section, to limit the 
county courts havmg jurisdiction in bankruptcy to such 
number as the public convenience and the amount of bank- 
ruptcy business may require, preference being given to 
places the most convenient of access (especially in agricul- 
tural districts), and at which adequate professional assist- 
ance may be obtained; and also to continue the existing 
bankruptcy courts for a limited time, to wind up the pend- 
ing business, in order to prevent the inconvenience of trans- 
ferring such business to the county courts.” 


Tue Sratute or FRavups. 

Mr. Beurens (Bradford) gave notice that the subject of 
the expediency of repealing the Statute of Frauds, would 
be brought forward atthe February meeting. He said the 
Statute of Frauds was not a statute for preventing frauds, 
but for encouraging them. The clause to which he ob- 
jected was: “No contract for the sale of any goods for 
£10 and upwards shall be good unless the bargain be made 
and signed by the persons, except when there has been 
acceptance of any part of the goods, payment of part of 
the price, or something given by way of earnest to bind 
the bargain.” 

Mr. Hirst said that the representatives of all the Cham- 
bers, except those of the textile districts, would be against 
Mr. Behrens on this subject. 

Mr. Beurens hoped to be able to convince them all that 
they ought not to be against him. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


Ata meeting of the Society, held on Tuesday the 16th 
inst., Mr. Austin in the chair, the following question was 
discussed :—‘* If goods are bought and sold by sample, and 
accord with the sample, is there an implied warranty that 
they are merchantable as to such matters as could not be 
judged of by the sample (Mody v. Gregson, 17 W. R. 176)?” 
The debate was opened by Mr. Woolf in the affirmative, and 
after a discussion, in which thirteen members took part, the 
question was decided by the chairman’s casting vote in the 
affirmative, the number of votes on either side being 
equal. Two gentlemen were elected members of the society, 
and six new members were proposed. The number of 
members attending the debate was thirty-eight. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LECTURES AND LAW CLASSES AT THE INCOR- 
PORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

Mr. H. W. Errurstone, Lecturer and Reader on Con- 
veyancing and the Law of Real Property—Monday, Nov. 
22, class A, Tuesday, Nov. 23, class B ; Wednesday, Nov. 
24, class C—4.30 to 6 p.m. 

Mr. Firzroy Ketiy, Lecturer and Reader on Equity— 
Friday, Nov. 26, Lecture—6 to 7 p.m. 

CALLS TO THE BAR. 

InNER TEMPLE, Nov. 17.—Lacklan Mackintosh Rate, 
M.A., Cambridge; Charles Septimus Medd, M.A., Oxford 
(Certificate of Honour, first class, awarded Michaelmas 
Term, 1869); William Whitley, Cambridge; Henry 
Arthur Maylett Evans; Rudolph Herries Spearman, Oxford; 
Francis Mills, M. A., Oxford ; ees Michael Ellis Jervoise, 
B.A., Oxford; Walter Freeman Hunt, B.A., Cambridge ; 
Henry Aloysius Stokes Stacke ; Thomas Alexander Apcar, 
Cambridge; William Edwardes Henniker Forsyth, b.A., 
Cambridge; Henry John Bardwell Thwaites, B.A., Cam- 
bridge; George Candy, M.A., Oxford; William Wybergh; 
Gualter Craddock Griffith; George Ernest Wright, B.A., 
Cambridge; William Reynell Anson, M.A., Oxford; William 
Henry Hackblock, B.A.. Cambridge; Samuel Porter 
Foster, B.A., Cambridge; Robert Grant Webster, B.A., 
Cambridge; Samuel Leigh ‘Taylor, B.A., Cambridge; 
Courtenay Tracy, 1LL.B., Cambridge ; the Hon. Robert St. 
John Fitz Walter Butler, B.A., Dublin; Francis Culling 
Carr; James Patrick Hadow, B.A., Oxford; Benjamin 
Eyre, B.A., Dublin; Edward Arundel Geare, B,A., Cam- 
bridge; Charles Thomas Dyke Acland, M.A., Oxford; Henry 
Hodgson Bremner, B.A. Cambridge, holder of an exhibi- 
tion awarded in July last; William Henry Lockhart Gordon, 
B.A., Cambridge ; and William Arnold Lewis, Esqrs. 








- 
we | 


set ee OO oo es SCC 


Se | 


ee Bie, a 

















Nov. 20,1869. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





61 








Mipp_E Trempiz.—Thomas Brett, A.B., Trinity College, ; Dean, Cuartzs Frepertcx.—John Taylor, Bradford. 


Dublin, LL.B., London University, Exhibitions in Real 
Property and Equity, July, 1868, and Certificate of Honour 
Michaelmas Term,1869; Edmund Philip Greening, Thomas 
Burfield, LL.B., Cambridge ; Edward Beal, B.A., Cam- 
bridge; Richard Egerton, B.A., Oxford; Henry Bowles 
Franklyn, Universities of London and Paris, and King’s 
College, London; Edward Russell Withers, Sidney Grundy, 
Henry Thomas Webb Greene, B.A., Cambridge; Ernest 
Carpmael, Cambridge; Jehn Edward Noét, James Mudie, 
Noel Huntingdon Paterson, B.A, Oxford; Charles Pavin 
Bird, Thomas Howes Roberts, James Francis Oswald, Ox- 


ford; and Stanes Brocket Henry Chamberlayne, Oxford, | 


Esqs. 

Tancean’s- tom —Ohaskes Henry Turner, University of 
London (Exhibition Michaelmas Term, 1869, also exhibitioner 
for Advanced Common Law in July, 1868 ; for Advanced 
Equity in July, 1869 ; and for Advanced Real Property Law, 
&c., in the same year) ; Joseph Alexander Shearwood, Cam- 
bridge, B.A. (Certificate of Honour, Michaelmas Term, 1869); 
Everard Thomas Luck, —— B.A. ; Henry Lucas ; 
William John Anderson, Oxford; George Royer Dick, 
Cambridge, M.A.; Reginald James Mure, Oxford, B.A. ; 
James George Wood, Fellow of Emmanuel College, Cam- 
bridge, M.A. ; William Stephen, late of McGill College, 
Montreal ; Frederic George Luke, Cambridge, B.A.; 
Frederick William Groves, London, M.A. ; George Nichols 
Marcy ; Henry Martyn Taylor, Fellow of Trinity College, 
Cambridge, M.A.; Thomas Henry Carson, Dublin, B.A. ; 
and Limjee Nowrojee Bunnajee, London, Esqs. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Hilary Term, 1870. 

{The clerks’ names appear in small capitals, and the attorneys to whom 

articled or assigned follow in ordinary type.) 

ARMITSTEAD, Rospert WitiiaM.—Thomas L. Rushton, 
Bolton-le-Moors, 

BapGER, ARTHUR SypNEY.—John Moody, Derby. 

BaGnaty, WitL1aM.— William Bowen, Stafford. 

Barser, Henry JocetyN.—Fairless Barber, Brighouse. 

Barker, THomas.—Thomas Haigh, Horbury Bridge. 

BEARDSLEY, WILLIAM FREDERICK.—Thomas F. A. Burnaby, 
Newark-upon-Trent. 

Beppatit, Aueustus.—Charles K. 
lane. 

Bett, James.—Thomas F,, Walker, Tonbridge. 

Biaker, Harry Camppety.—Somers Clarke, Brighton ; and 
John Baker, 3, Cloak-lane. 

Bonn, Joun Bownas.—George Armstrong, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. 

Boviton CuAritEes.—Thomas Shepherd, Beverley. 

Brapant, Witu1aM Freperick.—William H. Brabant, 
Savile-place ; and Frederick L, Capron, Savile-place. 

Brapsuaw, CHARLEs.—John T. Brewster, Nottingham. 

Brevirr, Horatio.—Henry Underhill, Wolverhampton ; 
Thomas Brevitt, Darlaston; and Charles C. Ellis, 79, 
Lombard-street. 

Burzi, Waiter Beaty.—William KR. Bull, Newport Pag- 
nell. 

Burcu, Ratru.—Arthur Burch, Exeter. 

Byrne, Lovet, Wipprineton.—Edmund Byrne, 3, White- 
hall-place. 

CarprEr, Evgenr.—Edward Elwin, Sen., Dover. 

CaRLiLE, Briacs.—Bryan B. Jaekson, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Carrick, Georcr.—George Saul, Carlisle. 

Conurn, Henry Isaacs (articled by the name of Henry 
Moses Isaacs).—Charles Wintle, Bristol. 

Coutetre, Geratp Exuison.—Charlis H. Collette, 23 
Liucoln’s-inn-fields. 

Coorrr, Joun Rayner.—Thomas Harland, Bridlington. 

Cox, Henry Pontinc.—Edwin John Hayes, Wolverhamp- 
ton. 

Cruttwett, Percy Witson Daniert.— Wilson Clement 
Cruttwell, Frome. 

Curtis, Witi1aM.—George M. Wetherfield, 2 Gresham- 
buildings ; and James P. May, 2, Prince’s-street, Spital- 
square, 

Davies, Epwarp.—Thomas M. Llewellin, Newport. 

Davy, ‘TrRemewren.—Edward H. Rodd, Penzance. 

Day, Freperic Wititiam.—George G. Day, St. Ives ; and 

John Broughton, Peterborough. 


Sharp, 13, Clement’s- 





De Jersey, Joun Horman. — Thomas Micklem, 13a, 
Gresham-street ; and John H. Hearn, Ryde. 

Dopp, Joux Jacques.—Thomas Dodd, Preston. 

Dopps, Gzorcz ANDERSON.—Thomas Carr Lietch, North 

Shields. 

Downes, Henry Aveust.—Joseph D.Marsden, 59, Friday- 
street. 

DransFIELD, W1111AM.—John Dransfield, Penistone. 

Dunn, Hucu James.—Hugh Dunn, Darlington. 

Farrciovcx, Rosert.—Thomas Thompson, Sunderland. 

Frercuer, Wit11AM.—Francis H. Masters, Liverpool. 

Freeman, Richarp Joun.—Richard M. Freeman, 4, Great 
James-street. 

Fretson, CHARLES WILLIAM.— William Fretson, Sheffield. 

Furiry, Cuartes Joun.—Robert Furley, Ashford. 

GarpNER, ALFRED Henry.—Robert Gee, Canterbury ; and 
Henry Stringer, New Romney. 

Haines, Epwarp.—Henry Darvill, Sen., Windsor. 

Harpine, Neat Corrp.—Henry Brittan, Bristol. 

HeEnty, Francis,—Henry Stiles, Northleach. 

Hinpmarsy, Witt1am Txomas.—John Atkinson Wilson, 
Alnwick. 

Hopveson, Rozert.—Charles Hodgson, Selby. 

HotiinsHeaD, Epwarp WirHinsHaw.— Robert Slaney, 
Newcastle-under-Lyne. 

Hueues, ALEXANDER Mackenziz.—Ebenezer T. Clarkson, 
Calne ; and Edward Tylee, 14, Essex-street. 

Hurcurinson, James JouHN.—Charles B. Lever, Bedford-row. 

Incram, James Crorts.—James Ingram, 68, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. 

Isaacson, Hunseat-TyrreL De S.—-William Parr Isaae- 
son, Newmarket ; and Matthew S. Longmore, Hertford. 

Janson, Georce GrEEN.—John M. Janson, Wakefield. 

Jez, Tuomas, Jun.—Thomas Thimbleby, Spilsby. 

Jenkins, Ropert Rice.—Henry Jenkins, Liverpool. 

Jones, Richarp Ruys.—Benjamin Jones, Llanelly ; Henry 
Heard, Cardiff. 

Kirr, Georce Henry.—Frederick A. Trenchard, Taunton. 

Lane, LanceLot.— William S. Jones, Malmesbury. 

Laverack, Epwin.—Francis Summers, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. 

Lawrorp, Percy.—Joseph Maynard, Coleman-street. 

LawrENcE, JoHN.—Thomas Toulman; and William 
Carruthers, Liverpool. 

LazonBy, JosrErH.—Robert H. Mounsey, Raymond-build- 
ings. 

ten Tuomas Grosvenor.—Charles Best, Birmingham. 

Letts, Cuartes.—John Letts, 8, Bartlett’s-buildings. 

Masters, SAMUEL WHEATLEY.—Alexander Forbes Tweedie, 
5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Meek, Lionen Ropert.—Alfred Grundy, Manchester; and 
Joseph Woodcock, 14, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Mercer, FREDERICK JoHN.—George Mercer, Deal. 

Mipptewore, RicHarp,— William Blackmore, Liverpool. 

Minctey, JamMes.—Richard L. Rooke, Leeds. 

Monro, Freprerick Jonn.—Stephen Cholmeley, 28, Lin- 
coln'’s-inn-fields. 

Moors, Epwarp, Jux.—William Hayes, Halesowen. 

Moss, Joun Mixes, B.A.—Christopher Morris, Liverpool. 

Mozuey, Lionet Barnep.—John Park Robinson, Liver- 
pool; and John F. Elmslie, 27, Leadenhall-street. 

Oatrs, CHARLEs Henry.—Charles M. B. Veal, Great 
Grimsby. 

Ocitvig, James Fintay.—George Kewney, North Shields. 

Pacr, Witt1aM Tomuinson, JuN.—Thurstan George Dale, 
Lincoln. 

Pacer, Tuomas Coiiins.—Rowles Pattison, 44, Bedford- 
row ; and George D. Freeman, 44, Bedford-row. 

Pearse, ‘THomas Henry.—Thomas Pain, Banbury; and 
William Holmes, Threadneedle-street. 

PrcxuaM, Henry Ronert.—Robert Peckham, 17, Great 
Knight Rider-street ; and Richard Chandler, 2, Bucklers- 
bury. 

Siete, Txomas.—John Harward, Stourbridge. 

Puen, Witiu1am Aveustus Ricnarp.—Thomas Henry 
Chubb, Malmesbury. 

Ramspen, Tuomas Henry.—Thomas William Clough, Hud- 
derstield. 

Rosgrts, Oscar Wiison.—John Harward, Stourbridge. 

Roasrrs, Grores Russeti.—Charles Rogers, 7, Westmins- 
ter-chambers. 

Roorsr, Maximi1an Grorer.—George Rooper, 26, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 
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Russert, THomas Crarxson.—Josiah J. Merriman, 28, 
Queen-street, City. 

Sei, ApoLrxvs.—Joseph Fallows, jun., 8, Regent-street. 

SuEppakp, Freperick James.—John H. Sheppard, Tow- 
cester. 

Situ, Joun ANTHonNy.— William S. Allen, Birmingham. 

Sozey, Epwin Girrorp.—John W. Matthews, Plymouth. 

Srockwoop, Tuomas, Jun.—Thomas Stockwood, Bridgend. 

Srurrre.p, Henry Wi1t1am.—Thomas J. White, 8, White- 
hall-place. 

Tanner, Harry GRENVILLE.—George Masefield, Ledbury ; 
Frederick Wood, Gainsborough ; and Henry Liversidge, 
Winterton. 

Tanner, Wittiam Bursipce.—William B. Lanfear, 11, 
Abchurch-street. 

Tarry, Tuomas Wittiam Gotsovurn.—Joseph Maynard, 
57, Coleman-street. 

TIMMINS, JOsEpH Aaron.—George John Robertson, Bath. 

Trerman, Georce THomas.—Charles R. Tyerman, 4, East 
India Avenue. 

Vaveuan, Water Henry.—Richard B. M. Lingard, Man- 
chester; and Robert Rowell, Manchester. 

Watson, ALFRED.—Henry Breary, York. 

Wairenorn, Wittiam Lampet.—James Stockton, Banbury. 

Wicut, Tuomas Hotyoakr.—Thomas Wright, Dudley ; 
George Birch, Lichfield ; and Brooke Robinson, Dudley. 

Wittuss, Gzorce Satussury, Jun.—James D. Wadham, 
Bristol. 

Wricut, Freperick AsHFIELD.—John Newton, Leighton 
Buzzard. 

Woottcomse, Ricuarp.—William John Woollcombe, Ply- 
mouth ; James R. Upton, Austin-friars. 


Hilary Term, 1870, pursuant to judges’ orders. 

Coventon, Wituiam Txomas.—William G. Coventon, 8, 
Gray’s-inn-square. 

Garstanc, Ropert BLakLepce.—Richard Heaton, Burslem. 

= Txomas.—William Barnes Tarrant, 2, Bond-court, 

ity. 
Hilary Vacation, 1870. 

Benson, Tuomas Georce.—Arthur C. Sharland, Tiverton. 

Crarxe, Josep Beynerr.— Charles Bridges, Birmingham ; 
and Edwin Clarke, Birmingham. 

Henizy, Epwarp Francis.—James Ward Russell, 2, Bed- 
ford-row. 

Lrcarp, Tuomas Dewuvrst.—Richard B. Monk Lingard, 
Manchester. 

Lovsapa, Herspert Georck.—Thomas H. Street, 27, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

McTvxx, Ropert.— William George, Bradford. 

Matcoim, Joun Coorper.—Joseph M. Barret, Leeds. 

Morcan, Joszpx Joun.—John Young, 6, Frederick’s-place. 

SiavGuter, Wittiam Epmunp.— Daniel Cullington, 6 Mans- 
field-street, 

Stock, Tuomas.—Henry Webb, 11, Argyle-street, Regent- 
street. 


Watmaestey, OswaLp.—Thomas F.. Taylor, Wigan. 





CHAIR OF HINDU, MAHOMMEDAN AND INDIAN 
LAW. 


Mr. Standish Grove Grady, the Reader in Hinfu, Ma- 
hommedan, and Indian laws to the Inns of Court, delivered 
his inaugural lecture in the Middle Temple Hall, on Satur- 
day, the 13th inst. 

Mr. Grady said the importance of the subjects involved 
in these lectures was apparent when it was recolleeted that 
the superficial extent of India was estimated at 1,287,483 
square miles, and the population at 140,000,000, by some 
supposed to be 170,000,000, amongst whom we had to ad- 
Minister various and conflicting laws. He pointed out the 
difficulties which students encountered in studying the law, 
froma the want of elementary works, and alluded to the 
pernicious practice of sending officers to India to fulfil ju- 
dicial functions in entire ignorance of the laws they had to 
administer. He then traced the sources of primitive law and 
the alterations it underwent from time to time until it even- 
tuated in the establishment of the five schools of law. He 
contrasted the revolution by which this was effected with 
the causes which produced the great French Revolution, 
and showed that in England we escaped from sueh disasters 
by the flexibility of the common law ; while decisions have 





been treated as authoritative, they have not been inexorable. 
Precedents are held good media, and proofs of illustration 
or confirmation where they are held to agree with acknow- 
ledged principles of the common law ; but where there is a 
complex state of facts, our common law judges fall back upon 
what they apprehend to be the spirit of the common law, 
and are guided thereby in their decisions. This flexibility has 
kept the common law pari passu with the development of 
society and its actual wants. But in the progress of law 
and its adaptation to natural wants, what has been dis- 
paragingly called “judge-made law” has often secured 
this country from that kind of conflict which is so marked 
and so unfortunate a feature of French and Hindu history. 
The lecturer showed that the laws of Menu were not to be 
compared with the Institutes of Republican Rome, or to 
those of the Empire, being a compilation and not a pure 
and original system of jurisprudence, like the Institutes of 
Menu. He then pointed out the sources of the law and 
the works that were of authority in each of the schools; 
the close resemblance between the Hindu system 
and those of the Western world, particularly with regard 
to the law of adoption and the law of caste. He 
showed that the Hindus, as far back as the twelfth century 
before Christ, were by Menu divided into four classes. The 
ancient inhabitants of Egypt were so divided; and the 
people of Crete were so divided by the laws of Minos. In 
Attica the people were divided into four classes by 
Cecrops, and afterwards by Theseus into three, by uniting 
the sacerdotal and noble. 

Mr. Grady treated the subject of Mahommedan law in the 
same systematic manner, tracing the sources of the law 
to its fountain, giving a short account of Mahomet, showing 
the cause of the schism which led to division of the two 
sects, the Sunnahs, and the Shiites, and the points wherein 
they differed on questions of legal doctrine, and re- 
ferring to the works that are considered by each sect as au- 
thoritative. The lecturer then entered into a dis- 
cussion of the modifications introduced into the native 
systems of laws, and the mode of their administration, by 
English positive enactments, and gave a complete and 
comprehensive narrative of British legislation, as applied 
to the different Presidencies at different times, from the 
earliest charter of the first James to the most recent statutes 
of the present reign. 

The introductory address was listened to with marked 
attention by a numerous assemblage of students, includin 
many natives of India and pupils from the colonies. Severa 
leading members of the bar and representatives of the 
benchers were also present. 





COSTS OF ELECTION PETITIONS, 
ENGLAND. 

The costs taxed to the end of July by Mr. John Gordon, 
the efficer appointed for the purpose under the Parliamentary 
Elections Act of 1868, comprise the following sums:— 
Hastings, £450 costs allowed to Mr. North, respondent on 
Sutton’s petition, and £1,896 costs allowed Mr. Brassy, re- 
spondent on the petition of Mr, Calthorpe and another; 
Bewdley, £1,242 costs allowed Sturge and another, peti- 
tioners; Cheltenham, £732 costs allowed Mr. Samuelson, 
respondent; Wigan, £896 allowed Mr. Woods, £747 allowed 
Mr. Lancaster, respondents ; New Sarum, £156 costs allowed 
Mr. Hamilton, respondent ; Norwich, £703 costs allowed 
Mr. ‘Tillett, petitioner (except as to scrutiny), and £168 
allowed Sir H. J. Stracey, respondent, for costs of scrutiny ; 
Beverley, £1,140 costs allowed Hind and others, petitioners ; 
Southampton, £847 costs allowed Mr, R. Gurney, respon- 
dent ; King’s Lynn, £1,072 costs allowed Mr, Bourke, re- 
spondent; Tamworth, £973 costs allowed Sir Rh. Peel, re- 
spondent ; Penryn, £856 costs allowed Mr. Fowler and Mr. 
Eastwick, respondents; Manchester, £239 costs allowed 
Mr. Birley, respondent. 

IRELAND. 

In Athlone the petitioner's costs were £60 18s, 8d.; the 
respondent’s, £148 Is.  Belfast—Respondent’s costs, 
£603 38. 10d. Carrickfergus—£20 3s, 2d. Cashol—No. 1 
} sera £676 34; No. 2 (respondent's), not taxed. 

ublin—No. 1, £1,742; No. 2 (not tried), £986 18s. 6d, 
Drogheda—Petitioner’s, £1,639 8s. 2d., remitted for re-taxa- 
tion on appeal to court. Enniskillen—Respondent’s, 


£75. Galway—Petitioner’s, £23 16s, 2d,; respondent's, 
£1,183 28.7d. Londonderry (settled out of court, but re- 
mitted fortaxation). Youghal—Costs of ordors, £167 11s. 6d. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, Nov. 19, (869. 

{From the Official List of the actual business transacte?.) 
3 ner Cent, Consols, 94 Annuities, April, 785, 11 15-16 
Ditto for Account, Dec., 94 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 190s 
3 per Cent. Reduced 923 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ci. 9 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 923 Ditto, £500, Do —9 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 Nitto, £100 & £200,—9p m 
Do. 2} per Cent., Jan. 794 76 Bank of Englani Stock, 43 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-vear) 233 
Annuities, Jan, ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 212 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 1104 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, 80 1154 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64— 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 1004 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 104 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 25 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 924| Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 25pm 





RAILWAY STOCK. 































































Shres. Railways. Paid. |Closing prices 
Stock Bristol and Exeter ......scccccccsssesresserseree| 100 73 
Stock Caledonian.......csccessecceceeceeees 100 795 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western .,, 100 105 
Stocks Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ., 100 363 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 100 | 7 
Stock Great Northern .. 100 107 
Stock D0., A SCOCK™ accccccceccoccccseccccccccecceses} 100 1074 
Stock Great Sonthern and Western of Ireland 100 98 
Stock Great Western—Uriginal ...........0..c00008) LUO 954 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford 100 35 
Stock —D0., CO. —N@WPOF tb wicscerrecsecceceers 100 33 
Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire .,,.,........ 100 1253 
6tock London, Brighton, and South Coast. 100 433 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover.,,, 100 le 
Stock | London and North-Western,,, | 100 1293 
Stock | London and South-Western wee! 100 90 
Stock} Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln.. 100 534 
Stock | Metropolitan.....ccrsecceceecsecssccece 108 84 
SOCK | Midland ....sccesseveressesesrsseeeeee ses «| 100 lisg 
Stock | Do., Birmingham and Derby .| 100 7 
SLOCK | North Brivish ssssscsssssessesssssecsecseresesenes | 10 333 
Stock | North London ... 100 lo 
Stock North Staffordshi tuo 584 
Stock South Devon see 100 42 
Stock South-Lastern ud i7 
DLC | Lath Vale...cccccorccsccccersrccccseccercccsccsoccocee | LUO 156 
{ 
* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has vevu paia wo b, 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
| Price 
No. of] Dividend | | per 
Shares} per annum Names. \Shares.| Paid. | share. 
£ £8. a/F 8. a 
50'U} 5 pe & bs} Clerical,Med.& Gen. Life; 100 {10 0 O21 2 6 
406] 40 pe & bs} County... ae eee, SU 10 oD 8D D0 
34541] 5 pe & bs} Eagle eve eee ewe 580 15 0 01 6 12 6 
10000] 7272s 6d pe} Equityand Law... oo} 100 1/6 0 01708 8 
20.00] 72 zs 6d pe} English & Scot, Law Lite 00 | 310 0) 5 4 0 
2700] Sper cent| Equitable Reversionary... 15 ese \94 00a 
4600] 5 percent} Do. New... ove ewe 50 [50 0 0} 
5uvu] 5& 3pshbi Gresham Life ,,, ee, 20 15 0 OF 
2uvuu] 5 per cent{ Guardian ,.. eee vw. 100 [50 0 O51 10 0 
20000] 6 per cent] Home &Col. Ass,,Limtc. 50 | 5 0 0| 310 0 
7500] 10 per cent) Imperial Lite... .,. 100 [10 0 Oi6 vo 0 
60v00} 12 percent] Law Fire... .. 4. 10 | 210 0} 31l 3 
1Uv00} 324 pr cent} Law Lite ... ida we! 100 [83 17 6i8y 12 6 
100000] 10 per cent} Law Union os ‘ati lu 010 0} O16 6 
20000] 54178 6d pe} Legal & General Life ..., 50 | 38 0 ‘| 9 5 0 
uuu] 42128 6d pe} London & Provincial Law, Su | 417 5 412 6 
40000] 26 per cent} North Brit. & Mercantile 50 | 6 45 Oj2l 10 0 
2500} 124 & bnsj} Provident Lite we «100 [10 0 O84 10 0 
6syuzv} 26 per cent] Royal Exchange,,, ee «Stock; All 

















Monzy Marker Anbd Crty INTELLIGENCE. 

The funds have exhibited a marked improvement this week 
At its commencement a belief in improved trade prospects im- 
parted strength to Consols, and with the exception of a relapse 
on Wednesday the improved tone has been fully maintained, the 
slight advance in price being aided by a scarcity of the stocks 
in the market, The share and foreign markets commenced 
briskly, but did not maintain the same tone. About the middle 
of the week railways experionced much fluctuation, and foreign 
securities became dull, ‘To-day, however, shows « firm tone in 
all. Groat Westerns have this week receded a little from the 
improved price at which they wore recently quoted, 


—_ 
The Council of Legal Education have awarded to George 
Lowix, Esq., student of the Middle Temple, the Studentship of 





the Four Inns of Court. This is the highest distinction a stu- 
dent from the Bar can attain. Mr. Lewis is the son of the Rev. 
G. T. Lewis, of Exminster, and a former pupil of Messrs. 
Daw & Son, solicitors, Exeter. At the examinationfor solicitors 
he obtained the prize of the Incorporated Law Society ; having 
previously gained the ‘‘ Davis’’ prize for 1867. On his passing 
the examination to qualify for the Bar, in May last, a certificate 
of honour of the first class was conferred upon him by the 
Council of Legal Education. 

The late Viscount Canterbury, who died on the 13th November, 
had been nominated by his grandfather, who was Archbishop of 
Canterbury, to the reversion of the office of registrar of the Pre- 
rogative Court of Canterbury, and since the abolition of that 
oftice has been in receipt of a handsome pension up to the date 
of his death. His successor in the title, the Hon. Sir J. H. T. 
Manners-Sutton, K.C.B., Governor of Victoria, has for many 
years held the office of registrar of the Faculty Court, the duties 
of which are performed by his deputies, while he has been 
serving her Majesty at the Antipodes, and receiving emoluments 
at the rate of £10,000 per annum. 

Mr. Acton Smee Ayrton, M.P., barrister-at-law, has been 
sworn in asa member of the Privy Council, on accepting the 
office of Chief Commissioner of Works and Public Buildings. 
The right hon. gentleman has also been re-elected, without 
opposition, M.P. for the Tower Hamlets. 

From a Treasury Return published this week it appears that 
from March 1 to September 30 there was paid to election judges 
for expenses £1,502, nearly £6,000 was paid to marshals, 
registrars, mayors, and town clerks, besides £5,000 for short- 
hand writing. 

The office of Crown Solicitor to the Government of Jamaica 
has become vacant by the death of Mr. A. W. Aikman, who 
succumbed under the effects of injuries received in a railway 
accident . 








COURT PAPERS. 


PRIVY COUNCIL APPEALS. 

The Judicial Committee of the Privy Council will com- 
mence sitting for the despatch of business.on Friday, the 
26th of November, 1869, at half-past ten o’clock a.m. 

There are two cases from Bengal,standing over for judg- 
ment, and 40 appeals. The appeals consist of four from 
the High Court of Admiralty, three from the Arches Court 
of Canterbury ; from Bengal, 21; Madras, 1; Kingdom of 
Oude, 2; Rangoon, 1; Central Provinces of India, 1; Cape 
of Good Hope, 1; South Australia, 2; Victoria, 1 ; Jersey, 1; 
Canada, 1 ; and Natal, 1. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 

This Court will, on Friday the 26th, Saturday the 27th, 
and Monday the 29th days of November instant, hold sit- 
tings, and will proceed in disposing of the cases in the new 
trial, special, and Crown papers, and any other matters then 
pending ; and will also hold a sitting on Monday the 13th 
day of December next for the purpose of giving judgments 
only. By the Court. 





WINTER CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 

The following are the days and places fixed for holding 
the forthcoming winter assizes :— 

Mr. Justice Lvsu.—Lincoln, Nov. 
York, Dec. 8; Durham, Dee. 11; 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dee. 18. 

Mr. Justice Buacksurn.—Leicester, Dec. 2; Northamp- 
ton, Dec. 6 ; Suffolk (Bury), Dec. 9; Cambridge, Dec. 13 ; 
Nottingham, Dec. 16; Derby, Dee. 20. 

Mr. Baron Prcorr.—Chelmsford, Dee. 2; Winchester, 
Dec. 4; Salisbury, Dec. 10; Exeter and City, Dec. 14; 
Taunton, Dec. 18. 

Mr, Justice Montacvs Surrn.—Stafford, Nov. 29; War- 
wick, Dec. 6; Worcester, Dec. 10; Cardiff, Dee. 14; 
Gloucester, Dee. 20, 


26 ; Leeds, Nov. 30; 
Northumberland and 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Nov. 11,—By Messrs, Extts & Son. 
Leasehold residence, known as Belvidere Lodge, situate in Barrack-road, 
Milton, Kent—sold £1,080. 
Freehold plot of building land, situate as above—sold £120. 
Freehold plot of building land, situate as above—soid £160. 
Nov. 12.—By Messrs. Norvon, Taisg, Watnary, & Co. 
Leasehold residence, known as Binteld Lodge, Crowhurst read, Brixtoa, 
let at £65 per annum ; term, 92 years unexpired, at £9 per annum— 
sold £600, 


Leaschold residence, known as Sutton Villa, situate as above; term, & 
yoars unexpired, at £9 per annum—sold £570. 
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Freehold plot of building land, situate as above—sold £190. 
Freehold plot of building land, situate in Parrock-street—sold £370, 
Nov. 16.—By Messrs. FarEBRotTner, CiarK, & Co. 

Leasehold residence, known as Cressy Villa, situate in Alleyn-road, 
Dulwich, let at £50 per annum; term, 84 years from 1859, at 
£4 Is. 4d. per annum—seld £690. 

Leasehold residence, known as Kenmore House, situate as above, esti- 
mated at £84 per annum; term and ground rent same as above— 
sold £660. 

Noy. 17.—By Messrs, BEADELL. 

Freehold estate, known as the Tor Farm, situate in the parishes of 
Raglan and Llandenny, in the hamlet of Gwohellog, Monmouthshire, 
comprising a residence, with buildings, and 204a Or 30p of land— 
sold £5,000. ; 

Freehold and copyhold property, situate in the parish of Little Bromley, 
Essex, known as Braham Hall, comprising a house, with bulldings, 
and 13a Or 33p of land—sold £6,680. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
ASTON—On Nov. 11, at 13, Pembroke-gardens, Kensington, the wife of 
James J. Aston, Esq., Q.C., of the County Palatine of Lancaster, of a 
daughter. 
BURT—On Oct. 10,at Grenada, West Indies, the wife of the Hon. 
Archibald P. Burt, H.M.’s Attorney-General, of a son. 
CARTER—On Nov. 15, at 221, Maida-vale, the wife of William Carter, 
Solicitor, of a daughter. 
LEE—On Nov. 15, at 35, Connaught-square, the wife of L. Yate Lee, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a son. 
PEARSE—On Nov. 11, at Hatherleigh, Devon, the wife of John Pearse, 
Solicitor and Banker, ot a daughter. 
YOUNG--On Nov. 15, at 21a, Arbour-square, Stepney, the wife of 
Charles Vernon Young, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
ATKYNS—HOWARD—On Sept. |, at St. James’s Cathedral, Melbourne, 
Victoria, Edward Augustus Atkyns, Solicitor, Melbourne, son of the 
late Frederic Atkyns, to Emma Sarah, youngest daughter of the late 
Charles Howard, Assistant Commissary-General. 
HAMEL—HUNTER—On Nov. 16, at St. Paul’s Church, Avenue-road, 
Regent’s-park, Felix Hargrave Hamel, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the 
Inner Temple, to Arabella Louisa, eldest daughter of Lieut.-Colonel 
Hunter, of Clifton. 
DEATHS. 


COMBF—On Sept. 2, at Nelson, New Zealand, Matthew Combe, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, son of the late Boyce Combe, Esq., aged 46. 
GREGORY—On Nov. 16, John Philip Gregory, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
KNIGHT—On Nov. 16, at 1, Lee-park, Blackheath, Eleanor Georgina, 
wife of Finlay Knight, Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple. 
PRITCHARD—On Nov. 13, Henry Pritchard, Esq., jun., Barrister-at- 
Law, of Trescawen, Anglesey, aud Lincoln’s-inn, in the 32nd year of 


his age. 

SMITH—On Nov. 14, at Dartmouth-park-road, Highgate, Mary Ann, 
the wife of Keuben Smith, Solicitor. 

TIBBITS—On Nov. 13, at Warwick, Francis Tibbits, Esq., aged 44. 





Breakrast.—Eprs's Cocoa.—GRATEFUL AND CoMFORTING.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general favour- 
ite. The‘ Civil Service Gazette’? remarks:—“ By a thorough know- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 
nutrition, and by a careful application of the fine properties of well- 
selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately flavoured beverage which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills.’’ 
Made simply with boiling water or milk. Sold only in tin-lined packets, 
labelled—James Eres & Co., Homeopathic Chemists, London.—[Apvr.) 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


EUinding up of Joint-Stock Comyanies. 
Fripay, Nov. 12, 1869, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Dunraven United Collieries Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James 
has, by an order dated Nov 9, appointed William Adams, Cardiff, to 
be official liquidntor. 

Estate Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for reducing the 
capital from £500,000 te £250,000. Any creditor who is not entered 
on the list must, on or before Nov 29, send in his name and address, 
and the particulars of hisclaim, to Walters and Gush, solicitors for 
the company. 

Gwendraeith Valleys Lime, Coal, and Railway Company (Limited).— 
Petition fer winding up, presented Nov 11, directed to be heard before 
Vice-Chancellor James on Nov 20. Fox & Robiuson, Gresham House, 
Old Broad-st, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Perdu Carta Lead Mining Company (Limited) —The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated Nov 6, ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Westail & Roberts, Leadenhall-st, for Anderson & 
Collins, Lpool, solicitors tor the petitioner. 

Young Carrington & Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Nov 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Andrew Simpson McClelland and William 
Mackinnon, at 140, St Vincent-st, Glasgow. Friday, Dec 3, at 12, at 
the chambers of Vice-Ch llor Malins, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating apon the debts and claims, 

UnLimitep in Caancery. 

Albert Life Assurance Company.—Creditors resident in India, the Con- 
tinent of Europe, and elsewhere out of the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Chancery, are required, on or before April 30, 1870, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Samuel 
ae A ger Eg oo Young, at 7, Waterloo-pl, Pall Mall. Monday, 

ay 30, , at 12,is appointed for hearing and adjudicatin 
the debts and claims, ” - - —— 
Birmingham Music Hall Company.—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an 





Fallows & Whitehead, Carlton-chambers, Regentest, for Allcock & 
Milward, Birm, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Western Life Assurance Society. -Petiticn for winding up, presented 
Nev 9, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James on Nov 20, 
Evans & Co, Nicholas-lane, solicitors for the petitioner. 


Tuespay, Nov. 16, 1869, 
LiiTED IN CHANCERY. 

Consolidated Land Company of France (Limited),—Vice-Chancellor 
Malins has, by an order dated Nov 5, ordered that the voluntary wind- 
ing up ofthe above company be comtinued. Tucker, St Swithin’s- 
lane, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Devonport and South Devon Steam Flour Mill Company (Limited),— 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart has, by an order dated Nov 6, ordered that 
the voluntary winding up of the abuve company be continued. Wal- 
ters & Gush, Finsbury-circus, for Sole & Gill, Devonport, solicitors 
for the petitioner. 

Farnborough Cottage Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for 
reducing the capital from £20,006 to £8,000, presented Feb 27, directed 
to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James on Nov 20. Patteson & 
Cobbold, New Bridge-st, solicitors for the company. 

Gadly’s Uchaf Iron and Tin Plate Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
James has, by an order dated Nov 6, ordered that the voluntary 
winding up ot the above company be continued. Bell & Co, Bow 
Churchyard, for Linton & Lewis, Aberdare, solicitors for the peti- 
iioners, 

Matlock Old ;Bath Hydropathic Company (Limited),—Vice-Chancellor 
James has, by an order dated Nov 6, ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Satchell & Chapple, Queen-st, Cheapside, for Stone, 
Wirksworth, solicitor for the petitioner. 

National Widows’ Fund (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has, by an 
order dated Nov 6, ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Lawrence, Bedford-sq, solicitor for the petitioner, 

New Westmi Mining Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
has, by an order dated Nov 5, ordered that the above company be 
jon up. Stell, George-st, Mansion House, solicitor for the peti- 

loner. 

Que Wine Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an order 
dated Nov 6, ordered that the voluntary winding up of the above 
company be continued. Wadeson & Malleson, Austintriars, solicitors 
for the petitioners. 

Rochdale Theatre Company (Limited).—Vica-Chancellor James has, by 

an order dated Oct 1, appointed Joseph Butterworth, Rochdale, to be 

official liquidator. 

Woodhouse Colliery Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 

sented Nov 15, directed to be neard before Vice-Chancellor James on 

Nov 25, Poole & Hughes, New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn, solicitors for the 

petitioners. 














UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
United Perts and General Insurance Company.—Vice-Chancellor 
James has, by an order dated Nov 6, ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Pulbrook, Threadneedle-st, soiicitor for the 
petitioner. 

STANNABIES OF CORNWALL. 
Penhallow Moor Mining Company.—The Vice-Warden has, by an order 
dated Nov 10, ordered that the above company be wound up. Hodge 
& Co, Truro. 
South Dolcoath and Carnarthen Consols Mining Company.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Nov 12, directed to be heard before the 
Vfce-Warden, at tne Prince’s-hall, Truro, on Nov 25, at 12. Affidavits 
intended to be nsed at the hearing, in opposition tothe petition, mast 
be filed at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before Nov 23, aud no- 
tice thereof must, at the same time, be given to the petitioner, his 
solicitors, or their agents. Lodge & Co, Truro. petitioner’s solicitors 
Gregory & Co, Bedford-row, agents. 


Hrtendlp DSocteties Bissolveu. 
FRIDAY, Noy. 12, 1869. 
Portsmouth Dockyard United Pension Society or Widows and Orphans 
Fund, Red House Tavern, Kingston, Portsmouth, Nov 10. 
Young Freemen’s Friendly Society, Wheatsheaf Inn, Oxford. Nov 10. 


Tugspay, Nov. 16, 1869. 


Court Selwood Forest (No. 1960) of the Ancient Order of Foresters, George 
Hotel, Frome, Somerset. Nov 12, 


Crevitors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 

Faipay, Nov. 12, 1869, 
Boarer, John, Rotherfield, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Decll, Boarer 
v Boarer, V.C. Stuart. Hillman, Lewes. 
Cottrill, Edwin, Upton upon-Severn, Worcestershire, Timber Merchant. 
Dec 4. Cottrill v Coomb, V.C. Malins. Robinson, Basinghall-st. 
Fleming, Lady Katherine, Florence, Italy. Dec 31. Saviniv Lousada, 
V.C. James. Bolton, New~sq, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Gowers, Saml, Bedford-gardens, Campden-hill, Kensington, Gent. Dec 
9, White v Hight, V.C.James, Smith & Wall, New-inn, Strand. 
Hewitson, Middleion, Dinsdale-park Asylum, Durham, Gent. Dec 4. 
Thompson v Hewitson, V.C. James. Watson, Newcastle-npon-Tyne. 
Inch, Mary, Penzance, Cornwal), Widow. Dec 20. Inch» Inch, M. R. 
Rodd & Cornish, Penzance. 
Johnson, John, Wisbech St Peters, Cambridgeshire, Gent. Dee ll. 
Johnson v Metcalfe, V.C. Stuart. Metcalfe, Wisbech. 
Pixley, Arthur Watt, Iffley, Oxford, Paper Manufacturer. Dec 21. 
Stuart o Pixley, V.C. Stuart. Richards, Warwick-st, Ke zent-st. 
Ponsford, Wm, Eust Lodge, Acton, Esq. Jan !. Ponsford v Ponsford, 
V.C. Stuart. Vining & Son, Moorgate-st-bidgs. 
Talbot, Chas Arthur Chetwynd, Aston, Cueshire, Esq, Dec4, Wells ¢ 
Talbot, V.C. Malins. Frere & Co, Lincvuin’s-inn-fivids. 
Watkins, Wm, Sidbury, Worcestershire, Baker, Dec 5. Quarrell » 
Wilson, V.C. Malins. Meredith, Worcester. 
White, Geo, Canterbury, Kent, Gent. Dec 13. White v White, V.O. 
Stuart. Sankey & Co, Canterbury. 
Winterbottom, John Frederic, East Woodhay, Hants, Esq. _Dee 5. 
Weld v Townsend, V.C. Malins. Capron & Co, Savile-p|. Next of 











order dated Nov 2, ordered that the above company be wonnd up. 


Kin to prove their claims by same date. 
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Tuxspay, Noy. 16, 1869, 
Bishop, Elisha, Sheffield, Sheep Shear Manufacturer. 
v Bishop, V.C. James. Sugg, Sheffleld. 

Boyle, Robt, Llandaff-pl, near Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Captain, R.A. Dec 
10. Re Boyle, V.C. Malins. Mathews, Birm. 
Curling, Hy, Ear!’s-ct, Kensington, Esq. Dec 8. 

M. R. Hodgson, Salisbury-st, Strand. 
Day, John, jun, Gt Percy-st, Clerkenwell, Gent. 
Day, V.C. Malins. Gratton, Gray’s-inn-sq. 
Dowding, Peter, Shirehampton, Gloucester, Esq. 
Burne, M. R. Burne, Bath, 

Godley, Friend, Stanstead, Kent, Farmer. 
Gibson, Dartford. 

Green, John, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Wine Merchant. 
Green, M. R. Wedlake & Letts, Mitre-ct, Temple. 


Dec 15. Bishop 
Curling » Kirby, 
Dec ll. Boughton v 

Dec 8. : Hollia v 
Dec 20. Fry v Phipps. M. R. 


Dec 10. Nurse v 


Green, Wm, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Wine Cooper. Dec 10. Green v 
Nurse, M.R. Eyre & Co, John-st, Bedford-row. 
John, Wm, Swansea, G(amorganshire, Merchaut. Dec 7. John vo 


Laverton, V.C. James. Brittan, Bristol. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Fripay, Nov. 12, 1869. 
Arch, Richd, Eatington, Warwick, Farmer. Dec 13, Hobbes & Co, 
Stratford-upon-Avon. 
Ashmead, Giles, Charlton Kings, Gloucester, Gent. Nov 30. Griffiths, 
Cheltenham. 


Bennett, Robt Wm, Manch, Solicitor. Sept 21. Bennett & Almond, 


Manch. 

Bishop, John, Clapham, Sussex, Brick Maker. Dec 24. Dennett 
Worthing. 

Blades, Wm Dawson, Blackburn, Lancashire, Surgeon. Dec 31. 
Preston, Kirkby Stephen. 

Bradbary, Wm, Upper Woburn-pl, Russell-sq, Printer. Jan 1. 


Tatham & Procter, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 

Browne, Geo Newton, Derby, Gent. Jan 1. Beale & Co, Park-st, 
Westmiaster. 

Bury, Gregory, Kinver, Stafford, Butcher. Jan 20. Collis, Stourbridge. 

Clarke, Wm, Countesthorpe, Lancashire, Farmer. Dec 10. Harris. 

Fons, John Palmer De La, Carlton-hill, St John’s-wood, Esq. JanJ. 
Walters & Gush, Finsbury-circus. 

Gordon, John Hyslop, St George’s-rd, Pimlico, Esq. Dec 26. Tamplin 
& ‘aylor, Fenchurch-st. 

Grasett, Henrietta, Clifton, Spinster. Dee 1. Symonds, Hereford. 

Herbert, Jas, Crickhowel!, Brecon, Auctioneer. Jan 1. Davies & Son, 
Crickkowell. 

Knapp, Jas Michael, Bath, Surgeon-Major. Dec 10. Kemp, Bath, 

Martin, Wm Byam, Bank-grove, Surrey. Dec 1. Eyton & Co, Moor- 


| Wlison, Hy, Winterbourne Gunner, Wilts, Cattle Deaier. 


Brown, Benj. Edgware-rd, Gent. 





ate-st. 

Sinaine. Eliza, St Heliers, Jersey, Widow. Dec 14, Mackrell, 
Cannon-st. 

Phillipps, Chas Spencer March, Tiverton, Devon, Esq. Janl. Davidson, 
Spring-gardens. 

Stevens, Wm, Aston Tirrold, Berks, Farmer. Jan 1. Graham, 
Abingdon. 

Stewart, Chas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Timber Merchant. Feb 10. 
Holden & Sons, Hull. 

Woulds, Edward, Walcot, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan3l. Peake & England 
Sleaford. 

Zelley, Wm Hugh, Torquay, Devon, Tailor. Jan 8. Hooper & 
Woollen, Torquay. } 

Tvuxspay, Nov, 16, 1869. 
Allen, Hannah, Ashwood Bank, Worcester, Widow. Dec18. Richards, 


Redditch. 
Bishop, Hannah, Worcester, Widow. Dec 18. Garrold, Hereford. 
Blyth, E'iz, Terlinz, Essex, Widow. Dec 31. Ueweill, Colchester. 


Bosanquet, Eliz Magdalen, Paddington-green, Widow. Jan 17, 
Venning & Co, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Bradshaw, Chas, Fair Lee, nr Pontefract, York, Gent. Jan 16, 
Learoyd, Huddersfield. 

Glarkson, Geo, jun, Sherbury, York, Innkeeper. Jan 12, Jackson, 


Malton, 
Cocking, Saml, Stotford, Bedford, Farmer. Feb 1. 
Constant, Thos, Noxon Farm, Gloucester, Farmer. 
Hereford. 
Copeland, John, jun, Sheffield, Gent. Jan10. Wake, Sheffield. 
Dow, Priscilla, Welling Kent. Widow. Dec 16. Waller & Scott, 
Jan 1, Woodrooffe, 


Stocken, Raddock. 
Dec 18. Garrold, 


Coleman-st. 

Hamilton, Rev Leveson Russell, Bath, Somerset. 
New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Hibgame, Edward Thurlow, Norwich, Esq. Feb 1. Hansell, Norwich. 

Hitch, do Pigott-st, Limehouse, Wheelwright. Dec 3i. Baker & 
Co, ‘Cro sby-sq 

Israel, Tsrael, Chingford-green, Essex, Gent. Dec 31, 
Son, Gracechurch- st. 

Joseph, Saml, Jewin-st, Aldgate, Merchant. 
Winchester House, Old Broad-st. 
Lye, Jas John, Potterne, Wilts, Gent. 
MeMicken, Alfd, Newington-butts, Tailor. 

Winchester House, Old Broad-st. 


Rutherford & 
Dec 31. Spyer & Son, 


Nov 24. Wittey, Devizes, 
Dec 31, Spyer & Son, 


Montgomery, Alex Barry, Stoke Devonport, Devon, Colonel, Feb 28. 
Davidson, Spring-gardens, Westminster. 
Palmer, Wm, Leighton-rd, Kentish Town, Builder. Jan13, Paddison, 


Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Richards, Geo, Bideford, Devon, Gent. Dec 3l. Buse, Bideford. 

Sale. Wm, Rugby, Warwick, Barker. Dec 20. Matislaw. 

Showler, Robt Fras, Strand, Solicitor, March 1. Dowse & Darvi lle, 
Lime-st-chambers, Lime-st. 

Thatener, Jas, Welton, Somerset, Common Brewer. 
Cholwell, Temple Cloud, nr Bristol. 

‘Tuach, Wm Alex, Davies- st, Berkeley-sq, Surgeon. Jan 13. Bennett, 
& Co, New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn, 


Bec 20. Mogg, 


Vigrass, John, Walsall Statford, Timber Dealer. Dec 24. Cotterell, 
alsall. 
Waterhouse, Edward, Topsham, Devon, Gent. Jan 5. Terrell & 


Petherick, Exeter. 
Wheler, Sir Trevor, Leamington, Warwick, Baronet. Dee 3%. 
& Bird, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 


Hume 





Ty, Dec 1. Wilson 
& Co, Salisbury. 
«ceeDS Tegisiered pursuant to Bankruptey Vet, 1861. 

Fripay, Nov. 12, 1869. 

Andrews, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. 
Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

Baber, Wm, & Jas Willington Hitchins, Colchester, Essex, Drapers. 
Oct 13. Asst. Reg Nov i0, 

Barron, Robt Linaker, Blackburn, Lancashire, Grocer. 
Reg Nov ll. 

Beverley, Matthew Bateson, Leeds, Stock Broker. 


Oct 15. 


Oct 15. Comp. 


Oct 14. Asst. Reg 


Nov ll 

Bigmore, Hy, Commercial-st, eset, Wholesale Boot Manufae- 
turer. Oct 18. Asst Reg Nov 

Brown, Wm _— Holborn Bars, Bottle Merchant. Oct 15. Comp. 
Reg Nov 1 


_Edg Oct 7. Comp. Reg Nov 10. 
Buncombe, Edwin Abraham, Creech St Michael, Somerset, Farmer. 
Oct 19. Comp. Reg Nov 16. 


Cracknell, Thos, Praed-st, Paddington, House Decorator. Nov 5 
Comp. Reg Nov 15. 

Craven, John Berkeley, Carnaby-st, Regent-st,Clerk. Nov ll. Comp. 
Reg Nov 12, 

Dunkley, Wm, Leicester, Draper. Oct 21. Asst. Reg Nov 10. 

Evans, David, Merthyr Tydvil, Glamorgan, Comm Agent, Oct 9. 


Asst. Reg Nov 10. 
=< Chas, Burlington, Salop, Blacksmith. Nov 2. Comp. Reg 


Flesher, Chas, Geo Flesher, Burley, York, & Geo Flesher, Otley, 


Builders. Oct 15. Asst. Reg Nov 10. 
Gardner, Wm,} Northampton, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 16. Comp. 
Reg Nov ll. 
oo, Wm, Ulverston, Lancashire, Tinman. Oct19. Asst. Reg 
ov 10. 


Godbold, Augustus Barrington, Abbey-gardens, St John’s-wood, 
Railway Tratic Manager. Oct 4. Comp. Reg Nov 8. 

Greaves, Geo Hudson, Lpool, Adjutant. Oct 22. Comp. Reg Nov 1}. 

Green, Wm, Stockport, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Oct 19. Asst. 
Reg Nov 11. 

Hall, a 
Nov 1 

Heinrich, John Victor, & Herbert Clarke Heinrich, Gerrard-st, Soho, 
Brush Manufacturers. Octl4. Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

Hodges, Ann, Oxford, Hatter. Oct 13. Asst. Reg Nov 10. 

Horne, Moffat Crichton Wm, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, Architect. 
Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

Hughes, Joseph, jun, & John Hughes, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Builders. 
Oct6. Comp. Reg Nov 11. 


Shipley, Yorks, Cabinet Maker. Oct 16. Asst. Reg 


Nov 10, 


= ~~ Mosley, Manch, Lithographer. Oct 25. Comp. Reg 
Pt Edward, Wickford, Essex, Grocer. Oct 16. Comp. Reg 
mt Ramsgate, Kent, Builder. Oct 26. Asst. Reg Nov 13. 
Levey, Geo, Gt New-st, Fetter-lane, Printer. Sept 30. Asst. Reg 
tance Northampton, Ironmonger. Oct8. Asst. Reg Nov 10. 


M‘Gerrow, Sam! Nae, Knotty Ash, Lancashire, Joiner. Nov6. Comp. 
Reg Nov 10. 

Moore, Alfd, eae Spitalfields, Dealer in Leather, Oct 12 
Comp. Reg Nov 

Mott, John Wm, Potter’ s Bar, Middlesex, Nurseryman. 
Reg Nov 8. 

Newsome, Richd Logan, John Dixon Newsome, & John Wailes, Batley, 
York, Fulling Millers. Septi3. Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

Parker, Wm Ramsey, Princess-st, Finsbury-sq, Comiercia! Traveller. 
Oct l4. Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

Parlour, Hy Edwd, Norwich, Ironfounder. Oct7. Asst. Reg Nov 1}. 

Pedgon, John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Grocer. Oct 4. Comp. Reg 
Nov 12. 

Proctor, Mary Devereux, Talk-o-th’-Hill, Stafford, Grocer. 
Comp. Reg Nov 9. 

Reyner, Wm Wainwright, & Geo Reyner, Barnsley, York, Drapers. 
Oct 15. Asst. Reg Nov 9. 

Riley, John, Bradford, York, Draper. 

Rollason, W - & John Banks Nicklin, Birm. Factors. 


Nov 4. Comp. 


Oct 14. 


Oct 22. Comp. Reg Nov 10. 
Oct 15. Comp. 


Reg Nov 1 
Sawford, Hy “Joseph, Richmond, Surrey, Cabinet Maker. Nov 8. 
Comp. Reg Nov 11. 


Smith, Alfd, Manch, Draper. Oct 14. Asst. Reg Nov 12. 
Smith, Edward Rag King’s-rd, Chelsea, Licensed Victualler. Oct 


13. Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

Soliitt, one Kingston-upon-Hull, Chemist. Nov 3. Comp. Reg 
Nov 1 

Pn Banal Geo, Grantham, Lincoln, Auctioneer. Oct9. Asst. Reg 
Nov 10 

Toulson, Jas Augustine Hartley, Leeds, Chemist. Oct 2]. Asst. Reg 
Nov 10. 


Welford, Robt, Borrowby, York, Butcher. Oct 19. Asst. Reg Nov ll. 

White, Geo, St Paul’s-cresent, Camden Town, Coal Merchant. Oct 15, 
Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

Wilkinson, Chas, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Draper. Oct 13; 
Asst. Reg Nov 10. 

em Ches, Leeds, Wine Merchant. Oct 21. Comp. Reg Nor 10. 
Wood, Fredk, Deptford, Kent, Cowkeeper. Nov 6. Comp. Reg Nov tl. 

Wright, Richd Shepherd, Hackney-rd, Haberdasher. Oct 26. Comp. 
Reg Nov 11. 

TvusEspaY, Nov. 16, 1869. 


— Augustine, Barnsley, York, Chemist. Sept.15. Comp. Reg 


Oct 16. Asst. Reg 
Bigge, her Geo ane, Ovingham, Northumberland, Clerk. Oct 22, 


Comp. Reg Nov | 
Bloch, Stigward, King William-st, Wine Merchant. Nov 4. Asst. 


Reg Nov 13. 


Ashley, John Turner, Litcham, Norfolk, Farmer. 
Nov 
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Campbell, Chas, Leeds, Shoe Salesman. Nov6. Comp. Reg Nov 13- 

Carey, Job, King’s College-rd, Adelaide-rd, Hampstead, Greengrocer- 
Nov 12. Comp. Reg Nov 13. 

Clarkson, Edward, Leeds, Confectioner. Oct 20. Asst. Reg Nov 15. 

Coliey, Jas, & John Shillcock, St Peter-st, Islington, Grocers. Nov 5. 
Comp. Reg Nov 13. 

Craver, John, & Matthew Craven, Calverley, York, Joiners. Oct 29. 
Asst. Reg Nov 15. 

Dallas, Eneas Sweetland, Victoria-st, Westminster, Author. 
Comp. Reg Nov 13 

Davis, Chas, Boughton, Kent. Oct 22. Asst. Reg Nov 15. 

Denholme, Geo, & John Place, Burnley, Lancashire, Millwrights. Oct 
14. Asst. Reg Nov ll. 

Fletcher, Wm Edward, & Alex Slone Conuay. St Paul’s-rd, Highbury, 
Builders. Nov8. Asst. Reg Nov 

Foster, Louisa. Derby, Lace Dealer. Oct 19. Asst. Reg Nov 

Freame, John Edward, ee Blockley-rise, Forest-hill, Builder. 
Nov 5. Asst. Reg Nov 13. 

a John Sacheverell, Lpool, Engineer. Nov 11. Reg 

ov 15, 

Green, Wm Chas, & Fredk Shedden Stansby, Poultry, Auctioneers. 
Oct 18. Comp. Reg Nov 12. 

Hare, John Middletou, jun, Grange-rd, Canonbury, Clerk. Nov 11. 


Asst. Reg Nov 15. 
Harris, Thos, Homesdale, Lewisham, Grocer. Oct29. Comp. Reg 


Sept 18. 


Comp. 





| Pinner,, David, Collingwood-st, Blackfriars-rd, Bricklayer. 


Nov 12 

Hawkins. Chas, Silver-st, Notting-hill, Carpenter. Nov 11. Comp. 
Reg Nov 12. 

Haworth, Jas, Manch, Cabinetmaker. Oct 4. Asst. Reg Nov 13. 

ey Wm, Crewe, Cheshire, Publican. Nov 3. Comp. Reg 

ov 15 

—, Hy, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Painter. Oct 4. Comp. Reg 
Nov! 

—_ Wm, Tuffnell-park-rd, Holloway, Builder. Nov6é. Comp. Reg 

kaye, Eiame Huddersfield, out of business. Oct 20. Asst. Reg | 

ge Be Thos, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Grocer. Sept 25. Asst. Reg | 

ov 16, 

Kirkman, Jas, cy pet, nr Manch, Railway Secretary. Oct 22, 
Asst. Reg Nor 

Lea, Jas, —~ Forth canines Grocer. Nov8. Comp. Reg Nov 15. 

— _ , Park-ter, Battersea Park, Draper. Oct 25. Asst. Reg 
Nov 

Moyle, Saml Grose, Chacewater, Cornwall, Brewer. Oct 23. Asst. 
Reg Nov 15. \ 

Mushett, Wm Walker, Kingston-upon-Hull, Tobacco Dealer. Oct 27. 
Asst. Reg Nov 12. 

Parker, Jas, Oxford-st, Appraiser. Nov 2. Comp. Reg Nov 13. 

Parker. Sarah, Princess-st. Finsbury-sq. Oct30. Comp. Reg Nov 12. 


Perryer, Geo Casimier, York-rd, Stepney, Packing Case Maker. Nov 
10. Comp. Keg Nov}. 

Powell, Benjj Worcester, Publican. Oct 18. Comp. Reg Nov 12. 

, , Thos, Ledbury-rd, Bayswater,Ironmonger. Nov6. Comp, Reg 
Nov 12 

Shrimpton, Saml, Hampstead-rd, Cheesemonger. Oct 21. 

ov 

Snowden, Isaac, Old-st, St Luke’s, Cutler. Sept.29. Comp. Reg Nov 13. 

Steele, Hy, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerseller. Oct 20. Asst. 

Swindiehurst, Robt, Sheepridge, York, Woollen Cord Manufacturer. 


Asst. Reg 


Reg Nov 13. | 
| Bailey, John, Mile Elm, Wilts, Carpenter. 


Oct 29. Asst. keg Nov 12. 

Thomas, Thos Treharn, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Agricuitural Implement | 
Merchant Oct Il. Inspectorship. Reg Nov 15. 

Thomas, Wim Proctor, Basingstoke, Hants, Meal Merchant. Oct 23. 
Comp. Reg Nov 13. 

Tompkins, John, Brighton, Sussex, Billiard Room Proprietor. Oct 28. 
Comp. Reg Nov 13. 

Tae, fon, , Stockport, Cheshire, Innkeeper. Nov 1. Comp. Reg 

ov 

Watts, Edward, Christchurch, Hants, Watchmaker. Oct 13. Comp. 
Reg Nov | 

Weatherhogg, Geo Wm, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Engineer. 
Nov6é. Asst. Reg Nov13, 1 

Wethereil,Wm, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Tailor. Oct1l. Comp. 
Reg Nov 15 

—< John, Honley, nr Huddersfield, Grocer. Oct 19. Asst. Reg 

Wren, G2, High Holborn, Paper Merchant. Nov 5. Comp. Reg 
Nov 


Bankrupis. 
Farwar, Nov. 12, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 


Becker, Lewis Matthews, Langdale-rd, Peckham, no occupation. Pet 


Nov s. Murray. Dec lat12. Coke, Gresham- -bidgs, Guildhall. 
Bilham, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov9 (for pau). Brougham. 
Nov 244t 1. Lawrence, Lineoin’s-inn-fields. 
Birdseye, Jonathan Kelvedon, Essex, Baker. Pet Nov 8. Murray. Dec 1 


atii. Jones, Colchester. 

Black, Jas, Craven-st, Strand, Merchant. Pet Novi. Nov 24at3. 
Noton, Gt Swan-alley, Moorgate-st. 

Bond, Thos, Stratford New Towu, Essex, Cabinet Maker. Pet Nov 8. 


Pepys. Nov 25 atl. Webster, Basinghall-st, 

bond, Kichd, Cariton-pl. Kilburn, Coach Builder. 
Nov 25 at2. Lewis, Cheapside. 

Bornstein, Solomon, & Hy Hart, Gt Prescot-st, Goodman’s-fields, Boot 
Manovfacturers. Pet Nov9. Nov 24at1. Payne, Bedford-row. 

Borough, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 9(for pau). Mur- 
ray. Dee! at12. Laurence, Lincoln's-inn-fields, 

Byrd, Hy, Fairbank-s', Shoreditch, Cheesemonger. Pet Nov 8. 
24at 12. Boulton & Sons, Northampton-sq, Clerkenwell. 

Chapman, Mark, Southborough-ter, Cariton-rd, West, Peckham, Mil- 
ler’s Assistant, Pet Novi0. Murray. Decl atl. Norton, Ray- 
a Gray’s-inn. 


Pet Nov6. Pepys. 


Nov 


Clark, Alfred, wre mnbe-ter, Horrsey-rd, Hatter, Pet Novs. Nov 
24ati2. Hope, Ely-pl. 

Cordery, EAmund, Cuonningham-rd, Hammersmith, Builder. Pet Nov 
10, Pepys. 


Now26 at 12. Chidley, Old Jewry. 





| Chandley, Abigail, Manch, out of business. Pet Noy 8. 


Day, Wm, Artillery-row, Westminster, Cowkeeper. Pet Nov8. Mur- 
tray. Decl ati2. Thomas, Fulham. 

Hart, Thos Wm, New-st, Whitechapel, no business. Pet Nov 10. Mur. 
ray. Dec lati. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Heim, Louis, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 6 (for pau). 
ray. Declatil. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Hencher, Hy Wm, Mortlake, Surrey, Navy Agents’ Clerk. Pet Nov 9, 
Murray. Dec 1 at 12. Anderson & Son, Ironmonger-lane, Cheapside. 

Hunt, John, Woking, Surrey, out of business. Pet Nov 9. Pepys. 
Nov 26 at il. Jones, New-inn, Strand. 

Innes, Jas, Gt 'Tower-st, Tea Broker. Pet Nov 10. Murray. Nov 29at 
ll. Greig & Meikle, Verulam-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Klein, John Christian, Clinger-st, St John’s -rd, Hoxton, Baker. Pet 
Nov9. Pepys. Nov 26atil. Wyatt, Arthur-st, West, London- 


Pet Nov 8. 


Mur- 


bridge. 
Lewis, John Allen, Dover, Kent, Builder. Nov 22 atl. 


Minter, Dover. 


Lindon, Wm, Walbrook, Merchant. Pet Oct 30. Murray. Nov 24 at 
Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane. 
Love, Jane Sophia, Spencer-pl, Brixton-rd, Tobacconist. Pet Nov 10. 


Pepys. Nov 26 ati2. Easton, viifford’s-inn. 

Mathews, Chas Wm, Silchester-rd, Kensington, Journeyman Butcher. 
Pet Nov 10. Nov24at1!. Lamb, Bedford-row. 

Miller, Hy, Newport, Isle of Wight, Fancy Warehouseman, Pet Nov II. 
Murray. Nov 22 ati. Angell, Guildball-yard, 

Monk, Wm, Witney, Oxford, Sack Contractor. Pet Nov 9. Murray. 
Decl at 12. Boyle, Bedford-pl, Russell-sq, for Ravenor, Witney. 

Morris, Geo Abbey, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 6 (for pau). 

urray. Dec 1 atil. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Nuttall, Jas, Jewin-st, Aldersgate, Trimming Manufacturer. Pet Nov 
8. Nov 4 at12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Oughton, Elliot, Edenham-st, Upper Westbourne-pk, Plumber. Pet 
Nov 8. Pepys. Nov 25at2. Butterfield, Carey-lane. 

Parry, John, Woolwich, Kent, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 11. Murray. Nov 
24atJ1. Harcourt & Macarthur, Moorgate-st. 

Pettit, Geo, Wansey-st, Walworth-rd, out of business, Pet Nov 10. 
Nov 24 at 2. Rashleigh, Carter-lane. 

Phipps, Eleanor, & Chas Ambrose. 
Dealers. Pet Nov9. Pepys. Nov 26at ll, 
st, for Law, Stamford. 


Wright & Co, London- 


Pet Nov 8. 
Mur,ay* Dee lat12, Taylor, Church-row, Upper-st, Islington. 

Rees, Sam! Poole, Falcon-st, Falcon-sq, Warehouseman. Pet Nov 6. 
Nov 24 at}. Harris, Walbrook-bldgs, Walbrook, 

a, nary Essex-rd, Islington, Greengrocer. Pet Nov 8. Nov 22 at 

1. Nind, Basinghail-st. 

Sheppard. Geo, Uckfield, Sussex, Agricultural Implement Maker, Pet 
Novl. Nov24at2. Paterson & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Standfast, Thos Sam1, Wallis-rd, Hackney Wick, ope Maker. Pet 
Nov 8. Nov 22at1l. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall-st. 

Stone, Wm%, Halsey-ter, sloaue-sq, Chelsea, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 8. 
Pepys. Nov 25 at2. Cooke, Guildhall-chambers. 

Welham, Alfd Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 6 (for pau), 
Murray. Dec 1 atll. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Wilkin, Claude, Malvern-rd, Kilburn-pk, Gent. 
Dec} at 1. Dolan, Tokenhouse-yard. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allan, John, Fenensby, York, Horse Breaker. Pet Nov 10. 
Knaresborough, Nov 24 at 10.30. Dewes, Knaresborough. 

Pet Nov 10. 


Pet Nov 10. Mnrray. 


Gill- 


Clarkson, 
Calne, Nov 24at10. Rawhngs, Melksham. 

Banks, John, Audlem, Cheshire, no occupation. Pet Nov 5. 
Whitchurch, Nov 19 at ll. Pearson, Market Drayton. 

Billington, Robt, Cheetham, nr Manch, Cotton Spinner. 
Fardell. Manch, Nov 29at il. Earle & Co, Manch, 

Binns, Matthew, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, & David Bunis, 


Joues. 
Pet Nov 10. 


Dukinfield, Cheshire, Cotton Dealer, Pet Nov9. Macrae. Manch, 
Nov 26 at 12. Sutton & Elliott, Manch. 

Birchall, Thos, Chesterton, Staffordshire, Labourer. Pet Nov6. Chal- 
linor. Hanley, Dec 4 at ll. Sherratt, Talk-on-the-Hill, 

Bollen, Fredk Hy, Fortuneswell, Isiandof Portland, Grocer. Pet Nov 

Andrews. Weymouth, Nov 23 atll. ‘Tizard & George, Wey- 

mouth. 

Bone, Wm, Keswick, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Pet Nov8. Broatch. 
Keswick, Nov 22 at 11, Lowthian, Penrith. 

Bowker, Christopher, Thornton, York, Butcher. Pet Nov 9. Roper. 


Kirkby Lonsdale, Nov 24av1l. Robinson, Settle. 
Burston, Hy, Barnard’s-green, Worcester, out of business. Pet Nov 3. 
Beale. Gt Malvern, Nov 20. Rea, Worcester. 
Byers, Alex, Manch, Warpsizer. Pet Nov 9. 
24at12. Mann, Manch. 


Fardell. Manch, Nov 

Macrae. 
Manch, Nov 25 at 1I. Leigh, Manch. 

Chandley, Martha, Manch, out of business. 
Manch, Nov 24at ll. Leigh, Manch. 


Pet Nov 8. Fardeil. 


Cheeseman, Thos, Southamptor, out of business. Pet Nov 3, Tylee. 
Romsey, Nov 25 at il, Kilby, Southampton, 

Clark, Joseph, Leeds, out of business. Pet Nov 5, Marshall. Leeds 
Nov 25 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Clark, Emanuel Matthew, Reading, Berks, Coal Merchant. Pct Nov 
10. Collins. Reading, Nov 27at 11, Smith, Reading. 

Conqueror, John, Bishopwearmouth, Durbam, Glassmaker. Pet Nov 
9. Ellis. Sunderland, Nov 25 at 11. Dixon, Sunderlanu. 

Curtis, Thos, Lambley, Nottingham, Farmer. Pet Nov 9. Tudor. 


Birm, Nov 23at1l. Belk, Nottingham. 
Dawson, Thos, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet 
Nov 6. Ellis. Sunderland, Nov 24at ll. Bell, Sunderlaud. 
Elsmore, Alfred, Shetfield, Labourer. Pet Nov it. Wake. Sheffield. 


Pet Nov 8, 


Nov 2) atl, ‘Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Flear, Hy, Somercotes, Derby, Joiner. Hubbersty. Alfre- 
ton, Nov 24 at 12. Smith, Derby. 

Frater, Jas Ray, Wrexham, Denbigh, Clerk. Pet Nov 10, Lpool, Nov 
24at12. Jones, Wre xham. 

Furness, John, Billy-row, Durham, Grocer. Pet Nov8. Trotter. 
Bishop Auckland, Nov 23 at 10. Hutchinson, bishop Auckland. 

Gilliver, Thos, Newhall, Derby, Miner. Pet Nov 8. Hubbersty. Bur- 
ton-on-Trent, Dec | at 10. Stevenson, Burton-on-Trent, 


Peterborough, Northampton, Glass. 








Mir 




















Nov. 20,1869. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 67 





Green, Thos, Nottingham, Jourueyman Iron Turner. Pet Nov 9. Pat- 
chitt. Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. Belk, Nottingham. 

Griffiths, David, Aberserw, Merioneth, Farm Bailiff. Pet Nov 10. 
Walker. Dolg-lly, Nov 30 at 11. Jones, Dolgelly. 

Griffiths, James, & Jabez Griffiths, Westbromwich, Staffordshire, Butty 
Colliers. Pet Nov9. Hiil. Birm, Nov24at!2. James & Griffin, 
Birm. 

Hall, Richd, Southwell, Nottingham, Boot Maker, Pet Novl. New- 
ton. Newark, Nov 17 at 12. Ashby, Newark. 

Harmston, Thos, Falkingham, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 9. Bell. 
Bourn, Nov 23 at 11. Malim, Grantham. 

Harrison, Wm Sharman, Whaplode, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 10. Tudor. Birm, Nov 23 at1ll. Caparn & Wilders, Holbeach ; 
James & Griffin, Birm. 

Hawken, John, Truro, Cornwall, Master Mariner. Pet Nov 10, Chil- 
cott. Truro, Nov 27 at 11. Carlyor & Paull, Truro, 

Hebblethwaite, Hy Jas. Slaithwaite, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet 
Nov il. Leeds, Nov 29 at 11. Learoyd & Learoyd, Huddersfield ; 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Hedley, Richd, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Joiner. Pet Novs. Clayton. 
Newcastle, Nov 23 at 10. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Helliwell, John, & Jas Helliwell, Sheffield, Builders. Pet Nov 8. Wake. 
Sheffield, Nov 25 at 1. Micklethwaith, Sheffield. 

Hirst, Edmund. Marsden, York, Waste Dealer. Pet Nov 6. Jones. 
Huddersfield, Nov 26 at 10. Bottomley, Huddersfield. 

Hogard, Robt, Longwathby, Cumberland, Blacksmith. Pet Nov 9. 
Varty. Penrith, Nov 25 at 10. Graham, Penrith. 

Uowartn, Edwd, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 
9. Wilde. Bristol, Nov 23 at ll. Clifton & Moseley, Bristol. 

“Hulse, Wm, Middleport, Stafford, Journeyman Firemen. Pet Nov 9. 
Challinor. Hanley, Dec 4 at 11. Tomkinson, Burslem. 

Innes, Geo, Coxhoe, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 9. Greenwell. 
Iburham, Nov 24 at 11. Marshall, jun, Durham, 

Jeft-rvs, Geo, Halifax, York, Wood Turner. Pet Nov 5. Rankin. 
lialifax, Nov 19 atl0. Norris & Foster, Halifax. 

Jenkins, John, Coyty Lower, Glamorgan, Contractor, Pet Nov 9. 
Lewis. Bridgend, Nov 24 at 12. Ensor, Cardiff. 

Jones, Elias, Gerddi, Rhyl, Flint, Gardener. Pet Nov 6. Sisson. Rhyl, 
Nov 24 at 10. Williams, Rhyl. 

Langley, Jas, Stamford, Lincoln, Furniture Broker. Pet Nov 10. 
Shield & Hough. Stamford, Nov 26 at1l. Laxton, Stamford. 

Larkin, Hy Epps, Whitstaple, Kent, Foreman to a Pork Butcher. Pet 
Novs. (a'laway. Canterbury, Nov 16 atl0. De Lasaux, Canter- 

ary: 

Lathe, Wm, Hanley, Staffordshire, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 9. Challi- 
nor. Hanley, Dec 4at11. Stephenson, Stoke-upon-Trent. 

Wewis, Hy, Carmarthen, Plumber, Pet Novys8, Wilde, Bristol, Nov 
22 atli. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Lilley, Saml, & Hy Lyson, Leeds, Bricklayers, Pet Nov4, ‘teeds, Nov 
29 at ll. Booth & Co, Leeds. 

Lister, Thos, Castleford, York, Draper. Pet Nov 2. Leeds, Nov 29 at 
il. Carter, Pontefract ; Tempest, Leeds, 

Lockwood, John, Underbank, nr Holmfirth, out of business, Pet Nov 
%, Wake. Sheffield, Nov 25 atl. Booth, Holmfirth. 

Lucas, Joseph, Birm, Jewelier’s Stone Setter. Fet Nov 9. Guest. 
Lirw, Dec 10 at 10. Jacques, Birm. 

‘ucas, Wm, Rochdale, Lancashire, Saddler. Pet Nov 10. Fardell. 
Manch, Nov 24 at 11. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

1, mer, Joseph, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Nov4. Challinor. 
lianley, Dec 4at¥l. Salt, Tunstall. 

Markland, Mark, Horwick, Lancashire, Farmer. Pet Nov !. Fardell. 
Manech, Nov 24rtil. Marsland & Addleshaw, Manch. 

Mvade, David, Weymouth, Dorset, Merchant’s Foreman. Pet Nov 10. 

, Andrews. Weymouth, Nov 23 at 11. Howard, Weymouth. 

Nfurphy, Neil, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Fishmonger. Pet Nov 9. 
Walker. Dudley, Nov 25 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

Paling, Fredk, Ilkeston, Derby, Auctioneer. Pet Nov 9. Tudor. Birm, 
Nov 23 at ll. Lees, Nottingham. 

l'a mer, Jas, & Wm Fredk Dean, Nechells. nr Birm, Spade Manufactu- 
rers, Pet Nov3. Tudor. Birm, Nov 26 at 12, Alien, Birm, 

Parkinson, Wm, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Novs. Fardell, Manch, 
Nov 23 at 11. Leigh, Manch. 

Parkinson, Emma, Manch, out of bgsiness. Pet Nov 8, Macrae. 
Munch, Nov 26 attl. Leigh, Manch. ‘ 

Parsinson, Joseph, Masbro, York, Pork Butcher. Pet Nov 8. Wake. 
sheffield, Nov 25 atl. Mellor, Sheffield. ; : 

Vlimley, Sam!, Alberbury, Salop, Farmer. Pet Nov8. Hill. Birm, 
Nov z4at 12. Clarke, Shrewsbury; Reece & Harris, birm. 

Plummer, Robt, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Nov 8. 
Huntingdon, Nov 25 at 2.30, Atter, Peterborough. i 

Powell, John, Pontypool, Moamouth, Innkeeper. _ Pet Nov 8. Wilde. 
Kristol, Nov 22 at ll. Greenway & Bytheway, Poutypool ; Brittan & 
Sons, Bristol, 

Ruper, John Greenwood, Kirgston-upon-Hull, Mechanical Engineer: 
Vet Nov 9, Phillips, Kingston-upon-Hull, Nov 29 at ll.  Sibree» 
Hiall. 

Reufearn, Nancy, Lpool, Refreshment-house Keeper. Pet Nov 8. 
L,pool, Nov 23 at 11, Snowball & Copeman, Lpool. ; 
Kigby, John, Wednesbury, Staffordshire, Coachsmith. Pet Oct 30. Hill. 
birm, Nov 24atl2. James & Gritlin, Birm. ‘ 
Riwy, John, jun, Warsop, Nottingham, Farmer. Pet Nov 8. Patchitt. 

Manstield, Dec 6 at 11.30, Shipton, Chesterfield, 

Ri; pou, Thos, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Ship Chandler. Pet Nov 11. Leeds, 
Nov 24 at 12. Bell & Leak, Hull. 

Roberts, Owen, Llanrwst, Denbigh, Coal Merchant. Pet Nov 10. 
Lpuol, Nov 23 at 12. Evans & Lockett, Lpool ; for Jones, Conway. 
Salt, Wm, Doveridge, Derby, out of business, Pet Nov 9. Tudor. 
Lirm, Nov 23 at ll. Welby & Son, Uttoxeter; Jawes & Griffin, 

om, 

swan, Wm ‘Thos, Gt Grimsby, Liucoln, Newspaper Proprietor, Pet 
Nov 10. Leeds, Nov 24at la. Bates, Gt Grimsby. ; 

Suyior, Wm, Grimley, Worcester, Bricklayer. Vet Nov 6, Crisp. 
Woreester, Nov zh atll. ‘Tree, Worcester. 

Thronson, Manus, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant. Pet Nov 10. Leeds, 
Nov ot i2., Summers, Hull, 





‘Turner, Tbos, Prisoner tor Debt, Winchester. Adj Oct 19. Howard, 
dcrtemouth, Nov JO at 12. j 


Watson , Jas, Minskip, York, Pig Jobber. Pet Nov6. Gill. Knares- 
borough, Nov 24at 10. Dewes, Knaresborough. 

Watson, Peter, Whitby, York, Spirit Merchant. Pet Nov9 Leeds, 
Nov 29at 11. Hunter, Whitby ; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Wheeler, Adam Walker, Monmouth, Tailor. Pet Nov 9. Wilde. Bris- 
= — 25 at 11. Williams, Monmouth; Henderson & Salmon, 

ristol. 
TvEspayr, Nov. 16, 1869. 
; To Surrender in London. 

Arrow, Caleb, St Mary Cray, Kent, Wheelwright. Pet Nov LI. Pepys. 
Nov 26 at2. Alsop, Chancery-lane. 

Bayly, Wentworth, Albany-st, Regent’s-pk, Captain. Pet Nov ll. 

urray- Decl atl. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Blackith, Fras Webb, Thornhill-crescent, Islington, Clerk. Pet Nov 11. 
Pepys. Nov 26 atl. Miller & Co, Eastcheap. 

Blackwell, Geo, Keysoe, nr St Neots, Bedford, Farmer. Pet Nov ll. 
Pepys. Nov 26 at 12. Rescoe & Hincks, King-st, Finsbury-sq; for 
Cook, Wellingborough, 

Bodkin, John, West-st, Finsbury-circus, Merchant. Pet Nov 3. Murray. 
Dec 6atll. Linklaters & Uo, Walbrook. 

Bray, John Harvey, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov10. Decl at 
ll. Lewis & Song, Wilmington-sq. 

Burton, Hy, Herne-terrace, Herne-hill, Watchmaker. Pet Nov 11. 
Murray. Dec! at 2. Morris, Jermyn-st. 

Castle, Alfred, Sunbury-common, Middx, Mason. Pet Nov 11. Dec l 
at 12. Hicklin, Trinity-sq, Borough. 

Collinson, John, Southam-pl, Upper Westbourne-pk, Carpenter. Pet 
Nov ll. Murray. Decl at2. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Guildhall. 

Cowell, Thos, East Cowes, Isle of Wight, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 13. Pepys. 
Dec2 atl. Blake, Newport. 

Crisford, Caleb, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Pet Nov 13. Murray. Dec 
lat2. Hancock & Co, King William-st, for Philbrick, Hastings, 

Cross, Edwd, Ellesmere-rd, Old Ford, out of business. Pet Nov ll, 
Pepys. Nov 26at1. Briant, Winchester House, Old Broad-st. 

Cutler, Mark, Clydesdale-villas, Clapton, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 10. 
Pepys. Nov 26at2. Godfrey, Hatton-garden, 

Davies, Chas Jas, Thornton-st, Southwark, Builder. Pet Nov5. Deo? 
at ll. Slee & Co, Parish-st, Southwark. 

Gittins, Richd, 'Blagrave-rd, Kensington, Brush Maker. Pet-Nov ll. 
Dec 1 at 12. Kane, Stafford-st, Marylebone-rd. 

Hart, Ambrose, Green-st, Harrow-rd, Baker. Pet Nov 12. Murray. 
Dec6atll. Wilding, Titchbourne-st, Edgware-rd. 

Lewis, Wm Robt, Mill-cottage, Holloway-rd, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 12. 
Pepys. Nov 26 at2. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Mathews, Wm John, Prisoner for Debt, London Pet Now 11 (for pau). 
Brougham. Decl atl. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Matson, Wm, Ramsgate, Kent, Smack Owner. Pet Nov 12. Pepys. 
Nov 26 at2. Denny, Coleman-st. 

McDonough, Mary, Green-st, Blackfriars-rd, Mattress Maker. Pet Nov 
12, Murray. Dec6atli. Chipperfield & Co, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Moore, Wm, Upper Well-alley, Wapping, Coffee House Keeper. Pet 
Nov 13. Dectati. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Moore, Pomfret, Lidgate, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet Nov 10. Dec 1 at LI. 
Dubois, Church-passage, Gresham-st. 

Mulvany, Richd Field, Elgin-villas, Angel-rd, Brixton, Secretary to the’ 
Southern Railway Company. Pet Nov 12. Pepys. Nov 26 at 2. 
Taylor, Furnivals-inn. 

Neary, Wm, Victory-ter, Rotherhithe, Accountant. Pet Nov 12.. Dec 
lati. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Patterson, Mary, Ealing, Middx, no occupation. Pet Nov 10.. Dec 1 at- 
11. Le Blanc & Torr, New Bridge-st, Ulackfriars. 

Pugsley, Enoch, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 12 (for pau). 
Murray. Dec6at1ll. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Randall, Alfred Hy, High-st, Woolwich, Cheesemonger. Pet Nov ll. 
Murray. Decl atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Robertson, Chas Jas, Fish-st-bill, Advertising Agent. Pet Nov 9. 
Pepys. Nov 26at:l. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Shaw, Hy Thos, Sussex-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, Wool Dealer. Pet Nov 11. 
Pepys. Nov 26at12. Brighten, Bishopsgate-st Without. 

Sherington, Amy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 12 (for paz). 
Pepys. Nov 2vat2. Lawrence, Lincolp’s-inn-fields. 

Standen, Bridge, Braddyll-st, East Greenwich, Manure Manufacturer. 
Pet Novi. Murray. Declat2, Mortimore & Humphreys, Win- 
chester-bldgs, Gt Winchester-st. 

Stanners, Geo, Mile End-rd, Stay Manufacturer. Pet Nov ll. Murray. 
Nov 29 atl. King, Birchin-lane. 

Swain, Fras, Crossley-:t, Hoxton, Working Brass Monider. Pet Nov 13, 
Murray. Dectat il, Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Ward, Chas Isaac Clover, Waltham-cross, Herts, out of business. Pet 
Nov ll. Pepys. Nov 26ati. Maynard, Poultry. 

Warner, Jas, Esher, Surrey, Railway Clers, Pet Nov 13. Pepys. Dec 
2atiz. ‘Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Weuver, Jas, Glasshouse-st, Regent-st, Messenger. Pet Novll. Pepys. 
Nov z6 atl. Bartlett, Caandos-st, Wet Straad. 

Whatman, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Pet Nov 12. Dee 1 at. 
1. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry; Southgate & Sons, Gravesend, 

Whillier, Wm Hamiec, Landpurt, Haunts, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 
13. Pepys. Nov 26at2. Westali & Co, Leadeahall-st, for Caamp, 
Portsea. 

Whitehead, Geo, Brunswick-ter, Newington, Traveller. Pet Nov 10. 
Pepys. Nov 2o ac i2. Salaman, 5t Swithin’s-lane. 

Williams, David, Gt S: Helens, Metal Agent’s Clerk. Pet Nov ll. Dec 
lat lz. Elmslie & Co, Leadenhall st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Alleyne, John Milner, Shettield, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 12. 
Leeds, Dec L at 12. Tattershall, Shettield. 

Appleton, Alex Bryning, Prescot, Lancaster, Tea Dealer. Pet Nov ll. 
Ansdeil, st Helens, Nov 3) at il. sSowton, L 

Asher, John, Keysoe, Bedford, Carrier, Pet Nov 6. Hinrich. Bedford, 
Nov 8 at4. Conquest & Stimson, Bedford, : 

Baguley, Joseph Mottershead, Leek, stafford, Engineer, Pet Nov 10. 
Macclestieid, Nov 24 at 12. Higgenbotham & Barclay, Macclesfield. 
Beaumont, Gieo Goatrey, Preston, Lancaster, Chemist. Pet Nov 8. 
Macrae. Manch, Dec 2 ac 12. Charniey & Co, Preston; Cooper & 

Sons, Manch. 

Beaumont, Jonathan, Rotherham, York, Licensed Victualler, Pet Nov 

13. Leeds, Dee Lat l2, Marsh & Edwards, Rotherham, 
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Bellis, Robt, Leughton, Flintshire, Timber Carrier. Pet Nov 13. Lpool, ee, Geo, Ambleside, Westmorland, Labourer. 


Nov 30 at 11. Browne, Lpool. 

Belt, Thos Danby, Hunmanby, York, Farrier. Pet Nov 8. Harland, 
aE. Nov 20 at 10. Spurr, Scarbo roug’ 

, Theos, Acomb, York, Joiner. Pet Nov 1B. Perkins. York, 

‘Nov. 27 at ll. Mann, York. 

Boniface, Edmd, Hastings, Carpenter. Pet Nov 13. 
Nov 27 at 11. Philbrick, Hastings. 

Bradshaw, Jas, Worcester, "Currier. Pet Nov 13. Hill. Birm, Dec 1 at 
12. James & Griffin, Kirm. 

Briggs, Christopher, Farnworth, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. Pet 
Nov 5. Fardell. Manch, Nov 30 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch. 

Bright, Geo, Leominster, Hereford, Shoemaker. Pet Nov1l. Robin- 
son. Leominster, Nov29at1!. Bedford, Leominster. 

Bullock, Wm Gibsen, North Shields, Northumberland, Draper. Pet 
Nov 8. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 26 at 12. Lietch & Co 
North Shields. 


Young. Hastings, 


Butterfield, Craven, New Leeds, York, Warp Dresser. Pet Nov 12. 
Bradford, Dec 3 at 9.15. Wilson, Bradford. 
Cadby, Geo, Birm, Metal Polisher. Pet Nov !0. Guest. Birm, Dec 10 


at 10. Jacques, Birm. 

Chapman, Edwd, Nottingham, Iron Merchant. Pet Nov 10. Patchitt. 
Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. Smith, Nottingham. 

Christopher, Wm, Machynlleth, Montgomery, Quarry pepe. Pet 
Nov 12. Lpool, Nov 30 at 12. Evans & Lockett, Lpoe! 

Cook, Edwin, Worcester, Fruiterer. Pet Nov 11. Gasp. 
Nov 30 at ll. Tree, Worcester. 

, Saml, Shrewsbury, Salop, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 9. Peele. 

Shrewsbury, Dec 6 at 10.30. Morris, Shrewsbury. 

Davenport, Edwd, Stockport, Cheshire, Joiner. Pet Novll. Fardell. 
Manch, Nov 29at1l. Woolley, Manch. 

Davies, John Maurice, Antaron, Cardigan, Barrister-at-Law. Pet Nov 
1}. Wiide. Bristol, Nov 26 at11!. Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 

Dixon, Joseph, sen, Darlington, Durham, Shoemaker. Pet Nev 9. 
Bowes. Darlington, Nov 25 at 10. Clayhills, Darlington. 

Evans, John, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Joiner. Pet Nov 12. Wason. 
Birkenhead, Nov 27 at 10. Bretherton, Birkenhead. 

Flynn, Wm, Werthington, Cumberland. Cab Driver. Pet Nov ll. 
Waugh. Cockermouth, Nev 29 at 3. maare, po yy“ 

Greenwood, Solumon, & Jas Dalzell, Heywood, L , Contract 
Pet Nov il. Grundy. Bury, Nov 27 at 9. Anderton, | Bury. 

Gwyther, Jas, Carmarthen, Banker’s Clerk. Pet Nov 4. Wilde. 
Bristol, Nov 25 at li. Davies, Carmarthen; Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

Harris, Ebenezar, Ipswich, Suffolk, Tobacconist. Pet Nov Il. 
man. Ipswich, Nov 27 at ll. Pollard, Ipswich. 

Hay, Andrew, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Grocer. Pet Nov 11. 
Sanderland, Nov 29 at 11. Botterell, Sunderland. 

Hewitt. Jas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Engine Driver. Pet Nov 13. Phillips. 
Kingston-upon-Hall, Nov 29 at 12. Summers, Hull. 

Hill, John Jowitt, Eccleshill, York, Attorney. Pet Nov 9. Loeds, Nov 
29 ati. Simpson, Leeds. 

Holderness, Eliz, Market Rasen, Lincoln, out of employment. Pet Nov 
11. Rhodes. Market Rasen, Nov 27 at 10. Harrison, Lincoln. 

Hopper, John, Dover, China Dealer. Pet Nov 10. Greenhow. Dover, 
Nov 27 at 12. Minter, Dover. 


Worcester, 








Pet Nov 10, 
isher. Ambleside, Dec 1 at I2. Nicholson, Ambleside, 
Steere, Geo, Carwinnick, Cornwall, Farmer. Pet Nov 11. Carlyon. 
St Austell, Nov 26 at 13, Meredith, St Austell. 

Syred, Hy, Appleton, Lancashire, Auctioneer. Pet Oct 25, Ansdell, 
St Helen’s, Nov 27 at ll. Beasley, St Helen’s. 

Taylor, Hy, Skirbeck, Lincoln, Coachbuilder. Pet Nov 12. 
Boston, Nov 30 at 19. Bailes, Boston. 

Thurlbeck, Michael, sen, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Pilot. Pet Nov 

10. Gibson. Newcastle-upen-Tyne, Nov 26 at 12. Skihner, Sunder- 


Staniland, 


land. 

Turner, John Thos, Worksop, Notts, out of business, Pet Nov 13. 
Newton. East Retford, Nov 29 at 10. Binney, Sheffield. 

Uttley, Jas Greenwood, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 8 (for pau). 
Dunn. Lancaster, Nov 26 at 10. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

Wagstaffe, Thos, Manch, General Dealer. Pet Nov 6. Fardell. 
Nov 30 at ll. Leigh, *Manch. 

Wendes, Thos Jonas, Oakfield, Isle of Wight, Poulterer. 
Blake. Newport, Nov 27 at Il. Joyoe, Newport. 

Wheeler, Enoch, Dudley, Worcester, Cordwainer. Pet Nov 11. Walker. 
Dudley, Dec 2 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

Willeocks, Isaac, Weston- -super-Mare, Somerset, Ale Merchant. Pet Nov 
13. Davies. Weston-super-Mare, Nov 29 at Il. Smith, Weston- 


super-Mare, 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


Fripay, Nov. 12, 1869. 
Barr, Wm, Hemsworth-st, Hoxton, Looking Glass Frame Manufacturer. 


Mauch, 
Pet Nov 10. 


Nov 1). 
Saul, Richd, Albert-ter, Lendon-rd, Southwark, Meat Salesman. Nov 3¢ 
ToeEspay, Nov. 16, 1869. 


| Jones, Sam!, Narberth, Pembroke, Saddler. 


Prety- | 
Ellis. 


Horne, Chas, Stoke-upon-Trent, Grocer. Pet Nov10. Keary. Stoke- 


upon-Trent, Nov 27 at 11. Stevenson, Stoke-npon-Trent. 

Jackson, John, Leicester, Warehouseman, Pet Nov il. Ingram. Lei- 
ce ter. Nov 27 at 10. Kirby, Leicester. 

Jones, David, Lpool, Painter. Pet Novi0. Hime. 

, Lpool. 

Jones, Jas, Worcester, Dealer in Leather. Crisp, Worces- 
ter, Nov 30 at li. Ciutterbuck, Worcester. 

Lane, Wm, Sunderland, Durham, Hairdresser. Pet Nov ll, 
Sandcriand, Nov 80 at 11, Simey, Sunderland. 

Latham. John, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adj Nov3. Keary. Stoke- 
upon-Trent, Dec4at1!. Tennant, Hanley. 

Lawton, Hy, Blackpool, Lancaster, Ship's Steward. 
son. Pculton- le-fylde, Dec 1 at 1. 

Longiey, John, Bognor, Sussex, Draper. 
ter, Nov 24at 11. Mills. Brighton. 

Lovatt, Saml. Chester, Grocer. Pet Nov ll. 
Evans & Lockett, Lpool. 

Mareroft, Thos, Rochdale, Lancashire, Moulder. 
Rochdale, Nov 30 at 10. Whitehead, Rochdale. 


Lpool, Nov 26 at 3. 
Pet Nov 1l. 


Pet Nov 11. Patte- 

Wheeler & Dean, Blackburn. 
Pet Nov6. Sowton. Chiches- 

Lpool, Nov 29 at 11. 


Pet Nov 12. Jackson. 


Milligan, Jas. Lpool, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Nov ll. Hime, Lpool, 
Nov 26 a8 3.20. Biackhurst, Lpool, 
Monham, Geo, Knutton, Stafford, out of employment. Pet Nov 10. 


Siane;. Newcastie-un der-Lyme, Nov 27 at ti. 
Newman, Geo Tally, Hereford, out of bnsiness. 
Hereford, Nov 2 at 10. Garroid, Hereford. 
Page, Jonu, Bideford. Devon, Machinist. Pet Nov 9. Rooker. Bideford, 
Nov 27 atti. Smale, Bideford. 
Palmer, Ellis, Hanley, Stafford, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet Nov 11. 
Tudor. Birm, Nov 26 at 12. Hedgson & Son, Birm. 
Pines, John, Charch Gresley, Derby, Beer Retailer. Pet Nov 13. Hub- 
y- Burton-upon-Trent, Dec 1 at 10. Wilson, Burton-upon- 
rent. 

Piton, Philip, Colehester, Essex, Labour Agent. 
Colchester, Dec4ati2. White, Colchester. 
Pittam, Edwd, Aston-jnxta-Birm, out of business. Pet Nov 13. Hill. 

Birm, Dee 1 at i2. Coleman, Birm. 


Salt, Tunstall. 
Pet Nov li. Keynolds, 


Pet Nov 12. Barnes. 


Pres, norms, Preston, Lancashire, Mechanic. Pet Nov li. Myres. 
Preston, Nov 27 at 10. Ambier, Preston. 
Koberts, Lawd, Worcester, Engine Fitter. Pet Nov il. Crisp. Wore 


ceater. Nov w atll. Tree, Worcester. 

Keterteon, Hy Finch, Billericay, Easex, Schoolmaster, Pet Nov 12. 
Lewis. brentwood, Nov 27 at il, Brown, Brentwood, 

Sealy, Arthur, Totterdown, Somerset, Commercial Traveller, 
10, Harley. Bristol, Dee at12. Pigeon & Ward, 

Short, Freak, Chapel Allertwn, Leeds, out of business. Pet Nov 11, 
Marshal. Leeds, Nov 27 at iz. Batier & Staith, Leeds. 

Sineck. Jaced, Heollach, Glamorgan, Haulier. Vet Nov 10, Spickett. 
Pontypridd, Nov 77 at 32. \emer, Aberdare, 

Siemere, Joneyh, Ivinghoe, backs, Grocer, Pet Nov 12, 
Leghton Bazzard, Dee 2 atti. Nichoieon, Luton. 
ith, Jus, Overum, Hants, Greer. Ves Mov li. Lamb. Basingstoke, 
Nov 25 at i2. Seaith, Keating. 


Pet Nov 


Kipling. 


Ellis. | 


| of the most advantageous description. 





Tompkins, John, Brighton, Billiard Room Proprietor. Nov 15. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy | (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in tion with the nay. 

By — of the Boar 
. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


ProposaL For LOAN oN MortGAcEs. 








Newington-butts, near the Elephant and Castle.—Important Freehold 
Properties, comprising a commanding corner public-house, six capital 
shops, and spacious premises, with stabling, yards, &c.; let at low 
rents, with valuable early reversions, presenting investments of the 
soundest character; also 22 substantial Dwelling-houses, in the occu- 
pation of respectable tenants; the whole of the estimated value of 
£1,150 per annum. 


ESSRS. GADSDEN, ELLIS, & SCORER have 
received instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on 
TUESDAY, DECEMBER 7th, 1859, at TWO o’clock precisely, by order 
of the Trustees, in numerous lots, an important FREEHOLD ESTATE 
being Nos. 141, 143, 145, 147, 149, 151, and 153, Newington-butts, with 
extensive buildings, yards, ‘and "stabling in the rear; also, including 
the newly-built tavern, known as The Ship; chiefly let on old leases to 
responsible tenants at rents amounting to £400 per annum, but mode- 
rately estimated to be worth at least £800 per annum, affording nn- 
deniable freehold investments, with reversions in from nine to 19 years 
to double the present rents. Also 22 Dwelling-houses, at the rear of 
the preceding property, forming a large proportion of Frederick-place, 
partly let on lease, ther der in the ion of a very respectable 
class of tenants, at weekly, monthly, and quarterly rents, and produc- 
ing about £350 per annum. The property is freehold, and from its 
central position always commands a respectable and responsible 
tenantry, and presents a very favourable cpportunity for investments 
The greater part of the pur- 





chase-moneys may remain on mortgage. 
Particulars, with plans, may be obtuined of 
Messrs. MARSON, DADLEY, & CHAMBERS, Solicitors, 1, South- 
wark-bridge-road ; 3 
at the Mart; at the Ship "Tavern, on the property; at the Elephant and 
Castle; at the Horns, Kennington ; and of Messrs. GADSDEN, ELLIS, 
& SCORER, 18, Old Broad.-street, City. 





A large discount for c: 
ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWE RS, APPEALS, 
MINUTES, and all Law Printing, executed with promptitude 
and at moderate charges by 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Prinrens, 
7, B8ymonds-inn (and at Church-passage), ‘Chancery. -lane, Londoa. 


ATES AND ALEXANDE R 
PRINTERS, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, WC. 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Cowal Forms, Notices, &c 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
home 6, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms, 





Catale rf #, Varticulars and Conditions of Sule, Posting Bills, and all 
Printing. 
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